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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 paper is highly relevant in the context of the Philippines because there is an increasing demand to look at the situation in the said country, specifically in terms of the reading performance of students across levels.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article’s title included “CONTEXT OF ACADEMIC LITERACY TRANSITION,’ it was not well-explained in the paper. If this phrase is needed in the title, there should be an explanation in the body.
	

	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 satisfactory.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper maybe scientifically correct following Braun and Clarke’s thematic analysis framework, but there is limited evidence in terms of the support for every theme. It also lacks rigor. The review of literature is scarce. There is a need to look at the definition of illiteracy and functional illiteracy. Contextualize the definition according to the needs of the paper. Functional illiteracy is a broad concept; perhaps, it should not only be equated to a reading performance… Functional literacy is more than the academic performance of the students.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please review the references page. Some are outdated already, specially this one: National Commission for the Protection of Human Subjects of Biomedical and Behavioral Research. (1979). The Belmont Report: Ethical principles and guidelines for the protection of human subjects of research. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The article should be edited by a professional language editor.
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	There is a need to reconsider the analysis of the paper. It could have been better if there is an in-depth analysis. 
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