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	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 study shows how a specific program can help struggling students improve their reading skills. It provides real evidence that targeted support makes a difference. This can guide teachers and schools to use similar methods to help more learners succeed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but a bit lengthy. 
Suggested Title:

Project LEAP and Its Role in Enhancing Learners' Reading Performance at Kabugao Central School 
	

	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 covers everything it needs to, but it’s a bit too long and packed with detail, especially around the methods and stats. It would be clearer and easier to read if you simplified those parts and focused more on what the study found and why it matters. Trimming it down will also help it fit typical journal guidelines.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study seems scientifically solid, with clear goals and proper methods. But the paper needs better organization and clearer writing to be ready for publication. A bit of polishing will really help it stand out.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are useful, but it would be better to add more recent ones, especially from local studies. Many research projects in different parts of the Philippines have used Phil-IRI, and including them would help show how this study fits into the bigger picture of improving reading across the country.
	

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


	The language is mostly fine for academic writing, but a few sections could use some tweaking to make them clearer and more natural. With a bit of revision, the paper will read more smoothly and be better suited for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study tackles an important topic and offers useful insights into helping struggling readers improve. The mix of data and personal stories really adds depth, but the paper could be clearer and better organized. With a bit of polishing and more local references, it could make a strong contribution to literacy work.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There appear to be no ethical issues with the study, as it seems to follow proper research practices involving the learners.

	


Reviewer details:

Ruth G. Luciano, Nueva Ecija University of Science and Technology, Philippines
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

