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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 matters to scientists because it proves interns' views partly link good teaching to job-ready grads, based on 246 Philippine students. It fills a research gap on skills mismatches in hiring, using proven theories. The results push for better classes and internships to prep students for work, guiding schools and policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title suits the article well.
	

	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.


	No, the abstract is not fully comprehensive. It misses the study location (Philippines), theories used, key stats like correlation values and 39.4% mediation effect, and instrument details.​

Simple Fixes

Add:

· "in a Philippine college."

· "Using Human Capital and Social Cognitive Theories."

· Correlations: "r=.662 (teaching-readiness), r=.729 (perception-readiness)."

· Mediation: "39.4% indirect effect."

Delete:

· Repeat "This study" lines.

· Not clear "very high" without means.

· Long implications at end.

This tightens it to ~200 words while adding precision


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall.

It employs standard quantitative methods—descriptive correlational design, stratified random sampling (246/670 students), validated adapted Likert-scale questionnaires, and appropriate stats (means for levels, Pearson r for correlations, path analysis for mediation)—all aligning with established practices in education research


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, references are partially sufficient but lack full recency and depth.  

Issues

1. Older sources (e.g., Pavlina 2011, Manalo 2016, Smith 2014) for questionnaires need reliability checks.

2. Gaps: No 2025-2026 post-COVID employability studies or Philippine K-12 updates.

3. Missing: International mediation benchmarks for comparison.


	

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


	No, the language quality needs moderate improvement for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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 issues detected.
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