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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 is a significant contribution to the literature on non-traditional students in higher education. It has a unique focus on student-parents within a demanding technical program. By making use of  a qualitative narrative approach, it gives voice to the lived experiences of this population and uncovers intersectional challenges of finance, time, health, and academic integration. The findings are valuable for administrators, student support services and researchers who are focused on student wellbeing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In its current state, the title is broad and generic. It could be more precise and more engaging if tweaked a bit. For instance, it could be reframed to something like, “Navigating Dual Roles: A Narrative Study of Challenges and Coping Mechanisms among Student-Parents in a Bachelor of Automotive Technology Program”.


	

	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 feels long and a bit narrative for research abstract. It might benefit from a little tweaking that would tighten it by reducing the descriptive detail and foregrounding the research design, sample, main findings, and implications in a more concise way.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, the study is scientifically correct though there are a few minor issues that need to be addressed. The methodology section mentions total enumeration but said nothing about the actual sample size. Again, some themes overlap unnecessarily (such as  themes 1 and 7 both on finances). This could be better synthesized to avoid slight repetition.
	

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


	

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


	Generally, the language is readable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, the researcher(s) need to do thorough proofreading for grammar, syntax and formal academic tone as there are instances of grammatical errors, article omissions and slightly informal phrasing in the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The researcher(s) state that ethical clearance was obtained and informed consent was collected. More so, there is no indication of coercion or inappropriate participant handling. In general, the ethical description appears adequate.
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