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PART 1: Comments

	
	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 underexplored yet globally relevant issue at the intersection of rural education,
child labor, and agricultural livelihoods by foregrounding the lived experiences of high school student farmers. Its phenomenological focus contributes valuable qualitative depth to a literature that is often dominated by
quantitative indicators such as attendance and achievement. By situating student farmers’ experiences within ecological, critical, and social cognitive theoretical frameworks, the study advances scholarly understanding of how structural poverty, cultural expectations, and individual agency interact in shaping educational trajectories. The findings are particularly important for informing inclusive education policies and context-sensitive interventions in agrarian and low-resource settings, both within Southeast Asia and comparable rural contexts worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title “Between Classrooms and Farmlands: Exploring the Dual Roles of Student Farmers” is generally suitable, as it is evocative, thematically aligned with the study, and clearly signals the central phenomenon. However, from an international journal perspective, it may benefit from greater specificity regarding context and methodology. An alternative title that enhances clarity and scholarly precision could be: “Between Classrooms and Farmlands: A Phenomenological Study of High School Student Farmers’ Lived Experiences in Rural Philippines.” This revision explicitly indicates the research design and geographical context, which are valued in international scholarship.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well structured, clearly presenting the aims, design, methodology, key
findings, and conclusions. Nevertheless, it could be strengthened by more explicitly articulating the study’s
theoretical grounding and its contribution to existing literature. For instance, a brief reference to the phenomenological lens or ecological perspective would enhance conceptual clarity. Additionally, the abstract could benefit from a more explicit statement of implications for educational policy or practice, which would underscore its relevance to a broader international audience. No major deletions are necessary, but minor condensation of methodological detail could create space for these additions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates methodological rigor consistent with qualitative
phenomenological research. The use of established frameworks (Moustakas, Colaizzi, Bronfenbrenner) is appropriate and well justified, and the procedures for sampling, data collection, analysis, and trustworthiness are clearly articulated. However, the manuscript would benefit from a more critical integration of theory in the discussion section, moving beyond alignment to deeper analytical interp retation. At times, the discussion reiterates findings rather than interrogating their implications for theory development or challenging existing assumptions about child labor and schooling. Strengthening this analytical depth would enhance the manuscript’s scientific contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and reasonably recent, with a good balance between
international literature and Philippine-based studies. Nonetheless, the manuscript could be strengthened by engaging more explicitly with high-impact international journals on rural education, child labor, and educational inequality published within the last five years. Incorporating recent work from journals such as Comparative Education Review, International Journal of Educational Development, or World Development would situate the study more firmly within global debates. Additionally, clearer justification for the inclusion of classic theories (e.g., Maslow) in relation to the findings would improve conceptual coherence.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language quality is generally appropriate for scholarly communication, with clear structure and coherent argumentation. However, there are recurring issues related to tense consistency, article usage, and occasional redundancy that slightly detract from fluency. Some sentences are overly long and could be streamlined to meet the conciseness expected in international journals. While the English is understandable and functional, professional language editing or proofreading by a native or near-native academic editor is recommended to ensure compliance with high-impact international publication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript presents a timely and meaningful qualitative inquiry into the lived experiences of high school student farmers in a rural Philippine context. The topic is highly relevant to international discussions on rural
education, educational equity, and the intersections between schooling and livelihood demands in low-resource settings. The authors demonstrate a clear understanding of phenomenological methodology and apply established theoretical frameworks to situate the study within broader educational and socio-economic debates. The manuscript is generally well organized, with a logical flow from introduction to conclusion, and the use of participants’ verbatim accounts adds depth and authenticity to the findings.
Despite these strengths, the manuscript would benefit from further refinement to meet the standards of international, Scopus-indexed journals. In particular, the discussion section requires deeper analytical engagement
with theory, moving beyond descriptive alignment toward more critical interpretation and theoretical contribution. Greater emphasis on the study’s originality and how it extends or challenges existing literature would strengthen its scholarly impact. Additionally, improvements in academic language, conciseness, and stylistic consistency are necessary to enhance clarity and readability for a global audience. With these revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the literature on rural education and student agency in agrarian contexts.


The manuscript demonstrates strong potential due to its timely and relevant topic, clear qualitative design, and coherent presentation of findings grounded in participants’ lived experiences. The methodological approach is appropriate and generally well executed, and the study contributes valuable contextual insights to the literature on rural education and student labor. However, the manuscript requires substantial revision to meet international publication standards, particularly in strengthening the analytical depth of the discussion, more critically engaging with theory, and refining the academic language. Addressing these issues would significantly enhance the manuscript’s rigor, originality, and overall scholarly impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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