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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is important because it demonstrates how career guidance influences senior secondary school students' decisions. Comparing different regions helps us understand how cultural regions shape career choices. These insights can assist educators and policymakers in enhancing support for students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good because it tries to show the goal and the type of research, which is comparative, and shows the scope, which includes three Indian regions. However, it has weaknesses: the mapping is too broad and doesn't specify whether it is an assessment or a relationship analysis. The title is also too long and could be shortened without losing its meaning. A suggested shorter title is: “Assessing Career Guidance Opportunities for Senior Secondary Students in Punjab, Haryana, and Uttarakhand.”
	

	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.


	To some extent, the abstract is comprehensive because it states the purpose of the study clearly, mentions the sample size, the geographical scope, and provides key findings. However, the article lacks clarity in the methodology, as it only mentions that a self-structured checklist was used. Additionally, the significance of the abstract does not explain why these findings matter. In conclusion, the statement could not show the impact or provide recommendations. A suggestion: briefly clarify the research design, mention practical implications, and end with a concluding statement about the contribution and knowledge.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is clear because it follows the clear structure of scientific methods, the topic is relevant, and they have an adequate sample, additional used statistical tools and they have good literature support, but they have areas to improve in the abstract as suggested above. The introduction clearly states the specific objectives and gaps of the study. In methodology, explain the sampling rationale. In findings, provide a deeper interpretation of the results and discuss policy and practice implications of the findings. Lastly, the conclusion must align with the objectives of the study, and recommendations must be clear to educators, policymakers, and researchers. Otherwise, the paper is good.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are strong and updated, but the format needs to be consistent with the journal's preferred style, whether it is APA, IMLA, or Chicago.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically robust with solid data and is appropriate for submission to an education or career counselling journal. Nonetheless, it could benefit from improvements in certain areas, including the abstract, the clarity of the methodology description, and further elaboration on the discussion. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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