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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The study is commendable. The researcher developed and validated math manipulatives as instructional materials in teaching specific topics in Math 1 and 2. IMs are really important to enrich learner’s understanding of the concept. In this study, the manipulatives developed are helpful to engage the learners, especially in learning math. These manipulatives will surely help the mathematics teachers in making the lesson engaging. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Development of Locally-Sourced Math Manipulatives for Multigrade 1 and 2
	

	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.


	It is already well-crafted.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction: The intro is commendable. However, the following points may be considered:

1. The researcher may observe proper placement and usage of transitional devices.
2. Observe proper in-text citations.

Literature Review: May cite significant studies that contribute to the recent study.

Data Analysis: It would have been better if the researchers used 4-point scale to exclude the undecided description.

Other than these suggestions, all other parts are well-written and are scientific.
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