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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 contributes significantly to the scientific community by presenting a research-based, contextually grounded approach to early literacy intervention. It showcases the effective application of the ADDIE model in instructional material development, offering a replicable framework for similar educational innovations. The study emphasizes the importance of culturally responsive, learner-centered design in improving foundational literacy among young learners. Its findings provide valuable insights for educators, researchers, and policymakers seeking to enhance early childhood education through localized strategies.
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	Mary's TutoRead study revealed a number of advantages. Following the ADDIE paradigm to guarantee methodical design and implementation, the educational materials were developmentally appropriate and contextually grounded. Through gradual, well-structured challenges, it successfully engaged learners and encouraged phonemic awareness, sight word identification, and contextual reading. The material promoted critical thinking and moral principles, was free of gender and cultural bias, and was in line with curriculum standards. Additionally, the content showed accuracy, relevance, and responsiveness to the various requirements of the students, which enhanced reading outcomes and classroom engagement.
Nevertheless, certain shortcomings were identified. Although the format was largely acceptable, there was room for improvement, particularly in the overall structure and images to better promote readability and visual learning. Small improvements were also recommended to improve the material's clarity and attractiveness even more.
In order to optimize learner engagement, the study suggests improving Mary's TutoRead's layout and visual elements. Mechanisms for ongoing evaluation and input should be put in place to ensure that the content is current and applicable. Additionally, more research is encouraged to evaluate the intervention's long-term effects and investigate its scalability to different situations. For early literacy programs to continue and grow, cooperation between instructors, curriculum makers, and stakeholders is essential.

Strengths:


Mary’s TutoRead demonstrated strong alignment with curricular goals and developmental appropriateness. It followed the ADDIE model, ensuring structured, progressive learning activities from phonemic awareness to contextual reading. The material was culturally responsive, bias-free, and encouraged critical thinking and values formation. Observations showed high learner engagement, effective classroom organization, and differentiated instruction. The content was validated as accurate, current, and relevant, making it a useful early literacy intervention tool.

Weaknesses:
Despite its strengths, the material showed some areas needing improvement. The format, while generally acceptable, required enhancements in illustration quality and layout organization to better support visual learning and readability. Minor inconsistencies in design elements were noted. Additionally, opportunities existed to make the content even more engaging through enriched visuals and refined formatting. These gaps, though not critical, limited the full potential of the material's impact on young learners.

Recommendations:


To further improve Mary’s TutoRead, enhancements in illustrations and overall layout design are recommended for better learner engagement. Regular updates should be incorporated based on user feedback to maintain the material’s accuracy and relevance. Broader piloting across different schools is suggested to assess scalability. Collaborative efforts among educators, curriculum developers, and stakeholders are essential in sustaining, refining, and expanding localized literacy interventions grounded in contextual and evidence-based approaches.
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