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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The article touches on a topic of great significance, particularly in the context of primary school education. While I have not personally explored the language acquisition skill of reading among younger learners, I do appreciate and recognize the kind of impact it can have on the overall academic development of a student. Research addressing the challenges related to reading texts and understanding what is read (reading comprehension) is important since it can contribute to improving the general literacy rate in the author’s country. If policy makers can use research like this to address these problems early, it will limit the negative effects of reduced learner confidence on the student’s future educational prospects. A student who is not confident in his/her reading, will find it difficult to read and acquire knowledge later on. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It is a good title; however, I would suggest that the title includes the geographical location of the study, i.e. the Philippines. 
	

	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.
	I think the abstract is good, but I think it can be improved by explicitly stating:
1) Why do these students have these reading issues

2) What kind of improvement was noted. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I believe the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology was clear, with the research design being suitable for the study. Provisions were made to gather both quantitative and qualitative data. The paper has also presented a good overall review of existing literature to support results generated. I particularly appreciated the even distribution of participants across genders. This enhances credibility and generalization of the findings presented.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references list far exceeds my expectation for this type of research. The list was well thought-out and shows that the author did extensive reading in order to prepare the paper. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	In general, the language used is good. However, a few improvements can be made to make the language sound more refined. For example, changing “research-made” to “researcher-designed” or “quantify the average score” to “calculate the average score”.
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