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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 holds relevance for the scientific community as it shows how a simple, focused approach like RMA can make a real difference in young learners' math skills. It gives teachers a practical tool to identify gaps and track progress. The results are encouraging, especially for schools looking to strengthen early numeracy in a manageable, evidence-based way.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “IMPROVE NUMERACY SKILLS THROUGH THE RMA APPROACH: A STUDY OF GRADE 2 PUPILS AT BINUAN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL” could be refined slightly for clarity and grammatical accuracy.
For example; “Improve" should be changed to "Improving" to maintain parallel structure and match research titling norms.

Suggested revised titles:

· “Improving Numeracy Skills Using the RMA Approach: A Study of Grade 2 Pupils at Binuan Elementary School”

· “Enhancing Numeracy Skills Through the RMA Approach Among Grade 2 Pupils at Binuan 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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive, covering the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, here are a few suggestions to improve it:
1. A short line explaining what the RMA approach is (e.g., “a diagnostic and formative assessment method”) would help readers unfamiliar with it.

2. Terms like “weighted mean” and “paired-sample t-test” could be briefly explained or simplified for broader readability, unless the journal is strictly technical.

3. The abstract could acknowledge the small sample size (only seven female pupils), as it may affect the generalizability of the results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, in principle. The study uses appropriate methods, assessment tools, and a relevant research problem. However, clarity, grammar, data presentation, statistical reporting, and reference formatting must be improved before it can be considered publishable or formally submitted. The following areas need improvement.
· There are multiple grammar and phrasing errors (e.g., "approac" instead of "approach", "It is a time alloted question" should be "It is a timed test", etc.). 
· A sentence such as “It is a time alloted question were learners are to give answers or write answers on their test booklet” was written in the manuscript which  contains errors in spelling, word choice (homophone), preposition use, collocation, and redundancy.
· Maintain consistent past tense since the study has already been conducted (if reporting), or present tense if it's a proposal, as the author has mixed the tenses such as, “will be administered” , “was conducted” etc.

· The study would benefit from a brief section stating its objectives. Adding this will help readers quickly understand what the study aims to achieve.

· The author has used both a 25-item test and a 16-item RMA breakdown (6 tasks, total 16 items). This is confusing unless he/she is using two different tools (which should be clarified).
· Some citations are improperly formatted (e.g., “Jordan, et .al, 2009.”)
· Use a consistent citation style (APA is common for education research).

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though references are quite good and include both classic and recent ones. Just consider adding a few more up-to-date studies, especially those focused on rapid assessments or early numeracy from similar educational settings, to make the study even more relevant. Such as:
· Lopez-Pedersen, A., Mononen, R., Aunio, P., Scherer, R., & Melby-Lervåg, M. (2022). Improving Numeracy Skills in First Graders with Low Performance in Early Numeracy: A Randomized Controlled Trial. Remedial and Special Education, 44(2), 126-136. https://doi.org/10.1177/07419325221102537 

· Tolibas, M. C. J. (2025). Mathematics proficiency of learners in grades 1 to 3: Insights from the Rapid Mathematics Assessment (RMA) outcomes. International Journal of Education Humanities and Social Science, 8(1), 24. https://doi.org/10.54922/IJEHSS.2025.0886 


	

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


	Overall, the language and English quality of your article is quite good for scholarly communication. However, there are some areas where polishing can improve clarity, grammar, and professionalism to better meet scholarly publication standards. Such as:
· Correct minor errors like subject-verb agreement, article usage, and prepositions. 

· Ensure consistency in verb tenses (mostly past tense for completed research).

· Replace casual phrases with more formal alternatives. For example: “The test was reviewed by experienced teachers to ensure it matched the curriculum” → “The test was validated by experienced educators to ensure alignment with the curriculum.”

· Give importance on Formatting and Typographical Errors.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The assessment helped identify learning gaps and supported teachers in planning better lessons. With on-going guidance, this approach can improve learning outcomes and benefit more learners.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Priyabrata Priyadarshi Behera, District Institute of Education & Training, India 

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

