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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.


	By objectively showing a very strong positive association (Pearson's r = 0.90, p < 0.001) between reading comprehension and arithmetic proficiency in intermediate students at Madatag Elementary School, this work significantly advances the scientific community.  By offering particular contextual data from an elementary school environment in the Philippines, this research supports the well-established connection of literacy and numeracy.  The study emphasizes how enhancing reading comprehension can simultaneously increase mathematical achievement, especially in problem-solving tasks requiring language interpretation, underscoring the urgent need for integrated educational approaches.  Furthermore, the text provides educators and curriculum creators with a useful basis for creating more successful teaching tactics and focused support programs by highlighting particular difficulties in both domains and suggesting a comprehensive intervention program.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is highly suitable.
	

	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 thorough, yes. It does a good job of summarizing the main conclusions, design, implications, and goal of the study.

Even though the abstract states, "A very strong positive correlation," it would be more scientifically sound to provide the precise Pearson's r and p values. The quantitative results in the results section could be directly reflected in the following statement: "A very strong positive correlation (r = 0.90, p < 0.001) was found between the reading comprehension skills and arithmetic proficiency skills of the intermediate pupils at Madatag Elementary School."

The statement "Weighted mean standard deviation and Pearson-r moment correlation coefficient was used" in the abstract and methodology should grammatically read "were used" because it makes reference to several statistical techniques. Although this is a small grammatical error, it is crucial for academic accuracy. Please  also  provide commas. "Weighted mean, standard deviation, and Pearson-r moment correlation coefficient were used."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In terms of methodology and results reporting within the parameters of the study, the publication seems to be scientifically sound overall.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is admirable that the references are current and seem to be typically sufficient. 
There is a decent balance of actual research and theoretical underpinnings (such as Vygotsky and Piaget) in the reference list.
It references studies on the correlation between reading comprehension and math achievement, linguistic comprehension in word problems, and the integration of literacy and arithmetic procedures.
Certain references (e.g., Gonzales & Tolete, 2021) are particularly pertinent to the Philippine setting.
Numerous references (e.g., Delgado & Salas, 2022; Gonzales & Tolete, 2021; Ibarra & Fajardo, 2022; Martinez & Ramos, 2023; Rajadurai & Ganapathy, 2023; Robles & Esteban, 2021; Santiago et al., 2024; Santos et al., 2020; Suson et al., 2020) are quite recent, having been published between 2020 and 2024.


	

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


	Yes, the article's language and English quality are generally appropriate for academic communications.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Since the study suggests an intervention, that section would be strengthened by citing research on successful intervention program design, especially for integrated literacy and numeracy.
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