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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 addresses an important educational issue: the job readiness of Grade 12 ICT students specializing in Computer Systems Servicing (CSS). It is relevant to policymakers, TVL teachers, school leaders, and curriculum designers. The study provides empirical evidence on students’ performance aligned with TESDA NC II competencies, which is rarely documented in senior high school research. The findings help identify strengths and skill gaps in troubleshooting, documentation, and real-world problem-solving areas that significantly impact workforce readiness in the ICT sector. Overall, the topic contributes meaningfully to improving technical-vocational education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content 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 is generally clear and covers objectives, methods, sample, major findings, and recommendations. However, two improvements are suggested:

1. Add one concluding sentence highlighting the broader implication for ICT education.

2. Remove highly specific percentages to make the summary more concise and readable.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript follows a logical structure with appropriate methodology and clear presentation of results. The descriptive-quantitative design fits the research goals. The TESDA-aligned tool and reliability testing strengthen the scientific soundness. Data interpretation is consistent with the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, relevant, and include recent 2023–2024 sources. However, the manuscript could benefit from adding:

· More peer-reviewed international studies on ICT vocational preparedness.

· Research discussing troubleshooting and problem-solving competencies.


	

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


	Generally, the language is understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication. Some sections could be improved by shortening long sentences and removing unnecessary narrative elements.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures included (preparedness charts) support the findings but should be labelled consistently. Highlight the policy implications of skill gaps more explicitly in the conclusion. Consider adding a short recommendation section separate from the conclusion for clarity.
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