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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.


	The manuscript examines students’ participation in community extension programs and their perceived effects on personal, social, and civic development. The topic is relevant to higher education institutions, particularly in the context of service-learning and community engagement initiatives. Understanding the level of student involvement and perceived program effectiveness may provide insights for improving institutional extension programs. However, while the study addresses a relevant issue, its theoretical contribution and analytical depth remain limited, as the research largely focuses on descriptive outcomes rather than providing deeper explanatory insights.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title generally reflects the topic of the study. However, it is somewhat broad and lacks specificity regarding the research design and context.
	

	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 requires significant improvement. First, the study design is not clearly stated, and the text includes an unfinished placeholder (“Mention the design of the study here”), which indicates incomplete editing. Second, the abstract focuses primarily on results while providing limited explanation of the research objectives, variables, and methodological procedures. Third, the abstract could be more concise and structured to highlight the study’s purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications. Careful revision is recommended to ensure completeness and clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript adopts a quantitative descriptive research design, which is generally appropriate for examining perceptions and participation levels. However, several methodological concerns need to be addressed.

First, the manuscript does not clearly explain the instrument validation and reliability testing of the adapted questionnaire. Since the study relies heavily on survey data, information about reliability measures (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha) and validation procedures should be included.

Second, the statistical analysis is limited to descriptive statistics (means, frequency, and percentage). While these statistics provide basic insights, they do not adequately support the claim of “impact” or “effect,” which usually requires inferential statistical analysis.

Third, the methodological explanation lacks clarity in several sections, including sampling justification, operational definitions of variables, and procedures for data collection.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several relevant references, and some are relatively recent (2021–2023). However, the literature review remains somewhat limited and descriptive. The authors should incorporate more recent empirical studies and theoretical frameworks related to service-learning, community engagement, and experiential education. Additionally, some references appear incomplete or inconsistently formatted, and these should be revised to follow the journal’s referencing style.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language editing. While the main ideas are understandable, there are frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and repetitive expressions. Some sections also contain inconsistencies in capitalization, formatting, and terminology. Professional proofreading is recommended to improve clarity, coherence, and academic tone.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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