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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.


	This study contributes meaningful insights into the motivation and challenges faced by students in technical–vocational education, particularly in automotive technology – a field that underpins industrial and employability growth in developing nations. By contextualizing the study within Northern Philippines, it enriches the understanding of regional challenges in higher technical education and can serve as a model for similar research in Southeast Asia. It also aligns well with SDG 4 (Quality Education) and SDG 8 (Decent Work and Economic Growth), thus providing academic and policy relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, concise, and clearly reflects the scope and objectives of the study. No change required.
	

	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 is comprehensive and well-organized, outlining the purpose, method, findings, and recommendations. However, it can be improved by:
· Removing redundancy in the phrasing of “determine… determine… identify…” for better flow.

· Adding 1–2 quantitative highlights (e.g., key mean scores or major findings) to strengthen the abstract’s evidence-based summary.

Otherwise, it captures the study effectively.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows an acceptable descriptive quantitative research design. The questionnaire-based survey and analysis through descriptive statistics (mean, frequency, percentage) are appropriate for the objectives.
However:
· The study could have benefitted from inferential analysis (e.g., correlation between motivation and challenges) to strengthen its conclusions.

· The methodology section should explicitly mention reliability and validity testing of the instrument (Cronbach’s alpha, pilot testing, etc.).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, recent, and relevant (2022–2025), showing good coverage of theoretical and empirical bases (e.g., SDT, TPB, Experiential Learning).
Minor issue:
· A few entries (e.g., Cowan 2012, Kolb 1983) lack consistent formatting with other APA-style citations.

· Include more local or regional comparative studies if available.


	

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


	The language quality is acceptable for scholarly communication. The tone is academic and objective, though certain long sentences can be simplified. A light proofreading pass for grammar and punctuation consistency is recommended (e.g., commas in complex sentences, capitalization of “State Universities and Colleges”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well-structured and demonstrates a good command of academic writing conventions.

· Tables are clear and logically presented; however, adding column headers in bold and uniform table formatting will improve readability.
· The conclusions and recommendations are insightful and actionable, especially regarding institutional support, counseling, and curriculum enhancement.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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:

Yusuf Mehdi, Noida Institute of Engineering and Technology, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

