EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. The methodology needs to be better described and justified 

· Example of missing Why random selection of the school is adequate?

· How were the students selected in each school?  

· Why choosing that data collection instruments? What about validation fir this context? How were data were analyzed and why?

2. The discussion and conclusion sections should clearly state what happened with the hypotheses.
	1. The methodology section has been substantially revised and expanded to provide greater clarity and justification. The use of stratified random sampling has been justified to ensure representation of rural and urban schools and to reduce selection bias. The procedure for selecting students (simple random sampling with equal gender representation) has now been clearly described. The rationale for selecting the Guidance Need Scale (2017) has been explained. The statistical techniques used (percentage analysis and independent samples t-test) have also been justified based on the objectives and nature of the data.
2. The Discussion and Conclusion sections have been revised to clearly state the status of the hypotheses. Both null hypotheses were accepted, as no significant differences were found with respect to gender or locality at the 0.05 level of significance.
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