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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 manuscript strengthens the limited research on working students in technical‑vocational education by highlighting their often‑overlooked lived experiences. It reveals how financial strain, academic persistence, and psychosocial well‑being interact, offering insights that can guide evidence‑based interventions and policy reforms. Its findings deepen understanding of resilience among marginalized learners and provide an empirical basis for improving institutional support systems in applied sciences and technology programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable because it clearly states the study's focus, population, and scope. However, it may be improved for conciseness and academic tone, such as “Financial Challenges and Coping Mechanisms of Automotive Technology Working Students in Northern Luzon: A Qualitative Case 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 comprehensive, well-organized, and captures the essence of the study. It includes the purpose, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, a few refinements can strengthen its clarity, academic tone, and completeness. Clarify the study’s rationale, state participant numbers, use consistent past tense, note key implications, and remove repetition for clearer reporting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound based on its clear purpose, coherent design, and alignment between its qualitative approach and emergent themes. A full assessment would require reviewing its data‑collection rigor and trustworthiness procedures, but greater methodological transparency and stronger integration of literature could further strengthen its scholarly contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Your references are generally adequate, relevant, and recent, effectively supporting key themes such as working students’ experiences, financial stress, and Philippine TVET. They show strengths in recency, contextual relevance, and appropriate theoretical grounding. To further improve rigor, you may add more high‑impact journal sources, include seminal work on coping and resilience, strengthen TVET‑specific coverage, and replace weaker journals with more credible academic literature.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is generally clear, coherent, and appropriate for scholarly qualitative research. To meet higher‑tier journal standards, it would benefit from consistent past tense, greater precision, cleaner grammar, and stronger links between findings and theory. Overall, the English is acceptable, but a light to moderate editing pass would improve clarity, uniformity, and publication readiness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a timely and well‑structured exploration of the financial challenges and coping mechanisms of Automotive Technology working students, yielding coherent themes that illuminate links between financial strain, persistence, and well‑being. While the study contributes meaningfully to equity and support‑system discussions in TVET, it would benefit from clearer methodological details, minor language refinements, and a few stronger references to enhance rigor.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Based on the information provided, the manuscript shows no ethical issues, as it documents proper consent, confidentiality, ethical compliance, and transparent disclosure of AI use.
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