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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.


	This manuscript is quite important for readers interested in literacy programs in suburban areas. The issues of literacy and reading engagement included in the project seem to provide additional insight into how these issues are implemented at the school level. A detailed overview of best practices in implementing these two issues in a project would add valuable insights into the field.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 I suggest this title: Improving Learners’ Reading Performance through LEAP Project: A Study at Kabugao Central School. I think this title is simple and direct. The author can write the extension of the acronym LEAP in the abstract or introduction section, no need to write in the title section. To put the acronym only in the title may attract the readers’ attention to read this manuscript.
	

	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 is comprehensive to describe the whole study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript should add Literature Review section to describe the main issue of the study and explain the theoretical foundation of the LEAP project. The statement of the problem only addresses the quantitative study, without addressing the qualitative one. In fact, in the abstract the author mentions that the study uses a mixed method study. 
In the methodology section, the research design only describes the quantitative study, (again) without addressing the qualitative study, inconsistent with the information in the abstract stating that it is a mixed method study. The description of the research design is only explained as necessary and very brief.

The description in the locale of the study and the participants section is also less informative. The readers may need detailed information of why the research setting and participants are very important to study. The participants section also lacks of information about gender distribution among the participants.
The methodology also doesn’t include the information of qualitative analysis section.

In the Result and Discussion section, the author doesn’t discuss the qualitative results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are insufficient and outdated. The author should add recent references in the last five years documenting relevant research studies in the field of the study. This is to see where the author’s study stands among other studies in the last five years and what contribution this study offers to the scientific community of the field.
Here are some references that might be useful:

Articles

Barber, A. T., & Klauda, S. L. (2020). How reading motivation and engagement enable reading achievement: Policy implications. Policy Insights from the Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 7(1), 27-34.

Capotosto, L. (2021). Examining the use of reader engagement strategies in middle school summer reading lists. Teacher Librarian, 48(4), 8-13.

Duke, N. K., Ward, A. E., & Pearson, P. D. (2021). The science of reading comprehension instruction. The Reading Teacher, 74(6), 663-672.

Keefe, E. B., & Copeland, S. R. (2011). What is literacy? The power of a definition. Research and practice for persons with severe disabilities, 36(3-4), 92-99.

Lee, Y., Jang, B. G., & Conradi Smith, K. (2021). A systematic review of reading engagement research: What do we mean, what do we know, and where do we need to go?. Reading Psychology, 42(5), 540-576.

Toste, J. R., Didion, L., Peng, P., Filderman, M. J., & McClelland, A. M. (2020). A meta-analytic review of the relations between motivation and reading achievement for K–12 students. Review of Educational Research, 90(3), 420-456.

Books

Barkley, E. F., & Major, C. H. (2020). Student engagement techniques: A handbook for college faculty. John Wiley & Sons.

Gee, J. P. (2014). Literacy and education. Routledge.

Greenleaf, C., Schoenbach, R., Friedrich, L., Murphy, L., & Hogan, N. (2023). Reading for understanding: How reading apprenticeship improves disciplinary learning in secondary and college classrooms. John Wiley & Sons.

Willinsky, J. (2017). The new literacy: Redefining reading and writing in the schools. Routledge.

There might be other relevant articles and books for references that the author needs to find out.


	

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


	The language quality is quite good, but I found minor problems in the manuscript. 
In the Introduction section paragraph 1, in the third sentence “The multifaceted relationship…”, this sentence doesn’t have a main verb or predicate. In paragraph 2, in the third sentence, the expression “…some learners are intent t reading and writing…” is unclear.
In the Methodology section, the author should replace “will (verb)” and “will be” with past verb forms to express the past activities of this study, and because this manuscript is not a research proposal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study discussed in this manuscript is quite convincing. Unfortunately, the manuscript doesn't explain what the LEAP project is and its theoretical basis, even though this is the main topic of this manuscript. It also does not explain in detail about the reading and literacy project in terms of how it was applied, the frequency and the amount of reading of each participant. There is also no explanation of what type of reading was involved in the study, whether it was fiction or non-fiction, if it was non-fiction, whether it was science or social science, and whether the texts were in English or national/local language. This information is valuable and important to provide, so that readers interested in the same study might be inspired to study further in different contexts.
This manuscript also has some citation issues. In paragraph 3 of the Introduction section, there are some citations that are not included in the References section. The author also makes technical mistakes of writing in-text citations, such as inconsistent in writing years and authors in the body text and the References section. The other mistake is very technical, that is citing the other authors’ arguments, such as "(Guthrie, et. al, 1996) described..." that should be "Guthrie et al. (1996) described...". This problem can be found mostly in the third paragraph of the Introduction section.   
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

I think the author has declared no ethical issues
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