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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.


	This research explored the integration of the Collaborative SQ3R method with reading instruction, thus, it provides novel insights into effective pedagogical strategies which aimed at enhancing reading comprehension. In addition, given the global struggle with literacy and reading proficiency as highlighted by assessments like PISA, this study addresses a critical educational need, especially in countries facing similar challenges such as the Philippines. This research could serve as guide for educators and policymakers in reforming reading strategies to elevate academic performance and literacy rates. Hence, this research holds significant importance for the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive. However, the author may consider the following: 1.) the aims, research design, place and duration of the study, methodology, result, and conclusion, you may have it in paragraph form; 2.) briefly outline the research design, mentioning that a sequential explanatory mixed-methods approach was utilized, including quantitative quasi-experimental and qualitative components; 3.) highlight the key findings, such as the significant improvement in reading comprehension scores for students who received the intervention compared to those who did not; and 4.) add a little of your recommendation which is based from the findings of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and written.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include a mix of recent of studies and foundational works, with many sources published within the last five years.  However, I’ve observed some typo-error in the numbering of the references, thus, kindly check the numbers 6, 10, 12, 15, 17, 23, 26, 30, 31, and 33.
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. However, to enhance overall clarity and ensure it meets high scholarly standards, some minor grammatical and typographical refinements could be made. 
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	Be consistent in verb tense, and reduce redundancy.
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