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	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.


	Career Decision-Making is paramount for us to know more the eagerness and readiness of the high school students towards their higher education. In terms of the importance of this study (1) educational transition in view of examining the two test between the populations in a local public school. (2) Theoretically modest and the findings reinforce the given or existing literature rather than significantly extending it.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Preparedness of Senior High School Students Toward Higher Education: A Predictor of Career Decision-Making”

It is not necessary to reflect the methodology in the title. Title and manuscript sections must be harmonized for consistency.
	

	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 author should mention or determine the research design and acknowledge methodological limitation.

Proper articulation of the respondent’s description.
Quantitative and Philippines in the keywords should be deleted. Instead changed with Higher Education and Predictive Analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The major methodological weaknesses are present: (1) reliability and co-efficient like Cronbach alpha or Cochran for the adopted instruments even though it is adopted from the previous studies. (2) construct validity evidence not properly discussed. (3) reverse coded items in the career decision making scale not clearly explain or properly explicit in scoring procedure. (4) regression and t-test assumptions are asserted but not fully or properly reported. (5) generalizability is limited due to single school sampling.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and relevant however, the manuscript lacks theoretical anchoring or basis especially on career development framework. Likewise, please cite the author Cuy and Salinas (2019), and Puebla (2022).
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	Careful proof reading and structural tighting are necessary. Inconsistencies are observed, including spacing errors and repetitive phrasing.
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	The manuscript require strengthening and methodological transparency, theoretical integration and consistency – reliability statistics must be reported, scoring procedures must be clarified especially the reverse coded items, limitation must be expanded since only projected one (1) location of the study. 
The study addresses relevant educational issue and uses appropriate statistical techniques, however there are significant methodological gaps. Substantial revision if required to meet the standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical violations noted.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Acceptable
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Subject to journal similarity check.
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