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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 is important to verify the result of the application of a method to verify the quality of learning. It uses a very accessible statistical procedure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.


	“descriptive statistics such as mean and rank were used in the study to process the data gathered”

Attention: descriptive statistics were used, but classification was not used.

“The statistical analysis, with t-values and p-values below 0.05, confirms the effectiveness of structured reading interventions in strengthening literacy proficiency”

Attention: t value and p value have different meanings and values. Please, rewrite.

“...and parental involvement, ensuring continuous progress in literacy proficiency and academic success”
Attention: the study does not involve parents in learning. I suggest removing the text.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically, correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article presents a simple statistical procedure which may facilitate its replication in other school groups.
5. Results and discussion
a) Table 5 is incorrectly configured. I had to create a file with this table to read it.

b) Table 5: I suggest using the word average instead of X.

c) I suggest putting a footnote in table 5 for: sd= standard deviation; df= degrees of freedom"

d) “However, posttest results show notable increases in mean scores, with substantial t-values and p-values below 0.05, leading to the rejection of the null hypothesis (Ho). However, posttest results show notable increases in mean scores, with substantial t-values and p-values below 0.05, leading to the rejection of the null hypothesis (Ho).”

Attention: 0.093 for the variables “Pretest combining more than two words and Posttest combining more than two words”. Therefore, it does not reject H0.
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