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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.


	This manuscript adds to the growing literature on Technical and Vocational Education and Training (TVET) in the Philippines by closely examining TESDA’s Dressmaking NC II program. It underscores the significance of competency-based training (CBT) in enhancing graduates’ employability, income-generation, and entrepreneurial confidence. Although the economic impact appears modest, the study offers valuable empirical insights that can guide policymakers, educators, and development practitioners in assessing both the strengths and the limitations of TVET initiatives. Such research is especially relevant in low- and middle-income country contexts, where skills development serves as a critical driver of inclusive growth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the scope of the study.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the study’s purpose, methodology, findings, and implications. However, it could benefit from a brief mention of the theoretical or policy relevance of CBT in the Philippine TVET system to strengthen its scholarly contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is methodologically sound and demonstrates strong scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, recent, and relevant.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear academic English. Minor stylistic edits like avoiding repetition in the Results and Discussion section, could enhance readability, but overall, the language meets scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is timely and provides useful insights into the role of TESDA training in skills and livelihood development.
Justification: The study is scientifically sound, contextually relevant, and contributes meaningfully to discussions on TVET outcomes. Minor revisions are suggested to refine the abstract, enhance the discussion on job-skills mismatch, and incorporate a few more recent references. With these improvements, the manuscript will be suitable for publication.
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