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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript will be a significant place in the scientific community as it contributes to the growing body of research on peer-assisted learning in vocational education, particularly in Garments Technology, even if it is limited to local research in the Philippines. It is believed that it will provide practical insights into how emotional, informational, instrumental, and motivational support enhances students’ technical and soft skills. It will also provide potential implications for improving teaching strategies and promoting collaborative learning in TVET instruction, as well as its findings. It supports sustainable skill development and employability outcomes as well.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the paper is effective, as it accurately reflects the study’s focus and scope. It is well stated. It is clear and relevant to the content. If I suggest an alternative title for greater brevity and academic tone, it may be refined as “Peer Support Systems and Sewing Skill Development among Garments Technology Students in Higher Education.”
	

	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.


	It looks comprehensive, clearly outlining the objectives, methodology, samples, findings, and implications. However, it can be further improved by slightly shortening repetitive phrases and adding a sentence about the study’s broader educational relevance or limitations. For example, include a line noting how findings may inform curriculum design or collaborative pedagogy in TVET programmes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It appears to be scientifically correct, as it follows an appropriate descriptive design that integrates both qualitative and quantitative methods. It is well-supported by the use of a valid instrument and statistical analysis. It found an interpretation that aligns with the presented data and supports relevant literature. To suggest more improvement, provide a short note on the study’s limitations, such as a small sample size, to strengthen scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference sections appear adequate, relevant, and current, spanning the years 2020 to 2025. All of them support the discussion and find it relevant and effective. If possible, you can refer to one or two regional studies from ASEAN countries to give a broader perspective.
	

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


	The language used in the paper is clear, suitable, and formal for academic publication. It is well-structured and easy to understand. I would like to suggest checking the manuscript once for grammatical mistakes to avoid errors and enhance the paper's quality, using Grammarly or Quiltbolt.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper is well-organized, informative, and supported by related literature, and is clearly presented with tables. The discussion connects well with the results. It is also found that the conclusion effectively summarises the study’s implications for practice. Overall, it is a well-written manuscript, provided some minor revisions are made. To suggest scholarly precision, put a sub-heading of ‘Objectives of the study’ before the analysis, to specify the objectives of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical issues in the manuscript, as the author has clearly stated that informed consent was obtained from all participants and approval was obtained from a recognised university ethics committee. In all, all procedures follow standard research ethics guidelines
	


Reviewer details:

Naorem Ingochouba Singh, Ibotombi Institute of Education, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

