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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.


	This study is important in scientific community for the following reasons: first, this study is important especially in education by determining unknown factors or variables that may show or affect the learning process in ALS. By determining those relevant factors, the learning process may improved which will help the education sector in uplifting the quality of the education. Second, it may serve as additional literature about ALS. This study may contribute as additional knowledge or literature about the said system of education. Last, it may serve or basis for future research agenda especially if the target is about the literacy of individual. Thus, improving the quality of education is a big boost to the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, 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.


	Yes. The abstract is comprehensive. The essential part of a typical abstract is included and were written in a concise and organize manner. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct, since the problem or objectives were answered or all the necessary data needed to come up with a satisfying result were included. Also, the methodology part is very clear which supports that the proper way of gathering the needed data were done in a right way. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references were not sufficient but recent. IT is great that all the references used were recent but it is much better if there were more references to further strengthen the discussion or evidence derived in the result. It is recommended to add more references especially in the interpretation part of the result which could either support or contradict the result obtained. 
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction was comprehensive. However, in the methodology part, especially in the part about the respondents, there is conflicting statement or idea whether the respondents were selected since Slovin’s formula was used or the entire population participated in the said study. It is recommended to revise or make the idea in this portion clear. For the result, just add more references which either support or contradict the result obtained. Also, improved the appearance or the way the data presented in tables.)it can be done by justifying the alignment of the statement in the table and/or be consistent in the orientation(align to the center or left, etc.). The conclusion was comprehensive. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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