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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.


	Manuscript provides a comprehensive integrative synthesis of economic, psychological, and sociological determinants of career decision-making at the secondary school level. It has direct relevance for policy, school counseling, and parental engagement, supporting equity-oriented and informed career development interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it’s.
	

	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.


	Comprehensive, but could be more strengthened by clear directions for future empirical research & policy design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript may be strengthened by considering the following concerns:

· The introduction and rationale substantially repeat the same arguments. The sections are overextended, leading to narrative inflation without proportional analytical gain. Better to condense introduction section by reducing repetition between family context, self-perception, and gender/locality.
· Research questions and objectives are framed in a way that resembles empirical investigation (e.g., “influence,” “moderate,” “outcomes”), which is problematic for a systematic review. Authors are suggested to replace causal language (“influence,” “moderate”) with review-appropriate phrasing.

· The methodology section, authors are required provide minimum elements of a systematic review, such as explicit search strings, total records retrieved, screening procedure, and inter-reviewer reliability protocol.

· Despite being labeled a thematic and critical review, most theme sections summarize existing findings sequentially rather than critically synthesizing them. Authors could reduce repetitive descriptive summaries and explicitly compare studies (e.g., where findings diverge by culture, SES, or methodology).
	

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

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


	Language usage and flow is acceptable.
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	The publication of this manuscript is contingent upon minor revisions.
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