Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_138954

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EDUCATIONAL RESOURCE ALLOCATION AND PRACTICES OF PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS IN THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE READING PROGRAM

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript can help policy maker in strengthening budget allocation especially for educational research and such.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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, but need refinement as what can readers learn from the data and research itself. For example, what can we get by knowing that there is a positive relationship on educational resources allocation and practices? Moreover, what do authors means by “practices”? 
· The abstract is informative but overly dense and lacks clarity in sentence structure.
· Simplify complex sentences.

· Clarify the statistical findings (e.g., what “very extensive” means in context).

· Ensure the abstract clearly states the research gap and contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes but certain phrases need to have citations, example in authors introduction section “Teacher practices are essential in ensuring the effectiveness of reading instruction and overall student literacy development”.. Hence this sentences spark confusion, such as teaching practice do not just for reading instruction, it has more than that.
· Continue in introduction, authors mentioned various challenges, but supported only from (Guy, 2024)? How so?

· The introduction is rich in content but lacks a clear flow and transitions between global, national, and local contexts.
· Improve logical flow from global to local perspectives.

· Clarify the research gap more explicitly.

· Reduce redundancy in describing challenges across different countries.

· The problem statement is clear but could benefit from more concise phrasing.
· Rephrase for clarity and brevity.

· Ensure hypotheses are aligned with the research questions and statistical methods.

· The methodology section is comprehensive but includes grammatical errors and awkward phrasing
· Correct verb tenses and article usage.

· Clarify the sampling method and inclusion/exclusion criteria.

· Improve the description of the instrument validation process.

· The results are well-organized but the discussion sometimes repeats the results without deeper analysis.
· Strengthen the interpretation of statistical findings.

· Connect findings more explicitly to the literature cited.

· Avoid redundancy in describing “very extensive” practices.

· The conclusions are aligned with the findings but could be more concise.

· Summarize key insights more succinctly.

· Avoid repeating recommendations already stated in the discussion.

· Recommendations are practical but somewhat repetitive.
· Group similar recommendations.

· Prioritize actionable steps for stakeholders.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Most of the references are align with recent articles.
· Some references are repeated or improperly formatted.
· Ensure consistency in citation style.

· Remove duplicate URLs and verify accessibility
	

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


	· Throughout the manuscript, there are issues with grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure.
· Conduct a thorough grammar and style check.

· Use academic tone consistently.

· Avoid overly long sentences and passive constructions
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Be clear with your direction for this article and it will contribute in the education field, good luck.
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