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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript examines an important and relevant issue in Philippine education—how career counseling influences the decision-making of secondary school students in a rural site. This research is grounded in the potential implications for practice at Barobaybay Academy and, as such, contributes to literature that highlights the empirical gaps in career development services in under-resourced locales. It offers both empirical data and human stories that echo wider national and global concerns about equity in guidance support. Locally grounded, the study's insights hold implications for nationwide educational reforms and the implementation of RA 11206.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative, but could be more concise for readability. Suggested revision: "Assessing the Effectiveness of Career Counseling on High School Students’ Career Choices: A Case Study from Barobaybay Academy, Northern Samar"
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Overall, the abstract is thorough and well-structured and covers the study aim, methodology, and key findings. I do recommend shortening the recommendations and not including so many details in the results. For example, the report could emphasize limited access or moderate effectiveness and suggest recommendations for inclusive counseling instead of including weighted means.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study uses a solid mixed-methods approach that fits the research goals perfectly. Descriptive stats and thematic analysis suit the sample and questions. That said, it would help to clarify how the themes were drawn—perhaps by briefly explaining the coding process or mentioning inter-coder checks. Also, while using the whole student population makes sense, a short note on why the selection was done would make the sampling more transparent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include a healthy balance of local and international studies. I commend the inclusion of Philippine-based literature, which grounds the findings in local realities. That said, some references are more than five years old. The authors may wish to include additional recent studies (2022–2024) on career guidance in rural schools, especially under post-pandemic conditions.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is readable but needs polishing. Some grammar slips, awkward phrasing, and formatting issues may affect clarity. A professional copyedit is suggested to remedy tense shifts and run-ons as well as to improve flow. The scholarly tone is good but could be improved with some transition sentences and cleaner paragraph breaks. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The narrative flow from findings to discussion is well-organized, and the integration of theory (Holland and Bandura) is commendable.

Tables are useful but should be captioned more consistently.

Figures should be properly numbered and described in-text.

Consider presenting the Likert scale in a clearer format.

The open-ended qualitative results offer valuable depth; including a few anonymized direct quotes from students could enrich the discussion.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Herman m. Lagon, Philippines
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


