Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_137553

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	READING ANXIETY AND READING COMPREHENSION OF INTERMEDIATE PUPILS IN WILLIAM JOYCE SR. ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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 manuscript offers important insights into how reading anxiety affects students’ ability to understand what they read. This issue is commonly faced by many teachers and schools especially in the Philippine context. By looking closely at the experiences of intermediate pupils, the study reveals that while many students do feel anxious when reading, this anxiety doesn’t always directly impact their comprehension in a significant way. These findings encourage educators to rethink how reading challenges are addressed and highlight the need for supportive, tailored interventions in the classroom. Overall, the study adds meaningful knowledge that can help improve literacy programs and student well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	If you're aiming for a more concise, academic, and broadly relevant title, then this might be good to consider, “Reading Anxiety and Comprehension: A Case Study of Intermediate Pupils in a Philippine Elementary 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 current abstract of the article provides a basic overview of the study. However, I recommend you to mention of actual percentages of reading levels or specific anxiety domains, to explain of why this study is important in the broader educational or scientific landscape, to connect some sentences for smoother reading in order to avoid any statistically abrupt and to mention your methodology details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, yes. However, I suggest you to include a brief discussion on how instrument validity and reliability were established, to discuss why the correlation might be insignificant (e.g., developmental stage, test sensitivity, or environmental factors) and to acknowledge limitations or control measures for external variables. Furthermore, limiting the scope of conclusions to the specific population or including recommendations for broader studies is helpful to avoid any overgeneralization of results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references appear multiple times for similar points; consolidation might help improve clarity and scholarly balance. 
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a basic command of academic English, but it does not yet meet the standards expected for scholarly communication.
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