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	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.


	The study shows the role of TESDA Dressmaking NC II in improving employability and income. It also adds to TVET literature by providing localized evidence from the Philippines. Findings are useful for policymaking, educators, and training institutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the study’s scope. A shorter alternative could be: “TESDA Dressmaking NC II Training: Skills Development, Employment, and Livelihood Outcomes.”
	

	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.


	The abstract covers objectives, design, and findings. However, it should briefly state key statistics (mean scores) and note limitations, such as modest economic impact and external challenges.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the descriptive design and analysis are appropriate. The Results are consistent with existing TVET literature. However, reliance on a small, localized sample limits the generalizability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and include recent TESDA, ADB, and PIDS studies. Adding more comparative international TVET evaluations could strengthen the review.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and suitable for scholarly work. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is relevant and well-structured. It offers useful knowledge on TESDA training outcomes, though future work could expand the sample, explore long-term impacts, and strengthen industry linkage analysis.
The manuscript is relevant, well-written, and useful for TVET policy. Minor improvements in abstract detail and reference depth is suggested.
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