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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 relevant to the scientific community as it evaluates the effectiveness of multisensory approach in English alphabet learning of pre-primary students. With this study, pre-primary educators may have this as their basis to enhance their instructional approach. It highlights the applicability of multisensory approach so pre-primary educators may have a vivid understanding as how they can integrate it with their own classrooms. Overall, it provides a short-term perspective of this approach arguing that this could be a decent short-term intervention leaving an open discussion of its longevity once integrated.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title could be enhanced to be more specific. Consider reworking it as, “Enhancing Alphabet Learning of Pre-Primary Students through Multisensory Approach”.
	

	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 could be more comprehensive if the author may consider to start on discussing the nature of the research problem (i.e, context/rationale and research gap) before narrating the methodology and arriving at the primary conclusion and recommendation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as ideas and arguments are delivered in a logical manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are sufficient references; however, some are too outdated (i.e., early to later 2000s). Please consider finding articles/references published in 2020 to present.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author should consider finding more timely published articles to obtain a more relevant insight to be used in the manuscript. He/She may also consider interpreting the results of Figure 1 by integrating relevant and timely references during discussion of the quantitative data results shown in the said figure.
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