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	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 is important to the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence on the link between reading comprehension and numeracy skills in early grade learners. It highlights how parental education, socioeconomic status, family environment, and learning resources influence academic performance. The study also offers insights that support the design of integrated literacy and numeracy interventions. Its findings add value to curriculum development, policy decisions, and future research focused on addressing learning gaps in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but could be more specific. Using “one of the towns” makes it vague and less scholarly. A stronger alternative is “Reading Comprehension and Numeracy Skills of Grade III Learners in the District of Dueñas, Iloilo.”
	

	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 clear but not fully comprehensive. It should include the sample size, sampling method, and key statistical results. I suggest adding these details and removing speculative statements to keep it concise and factual.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its aim, design, and use of established tools (CRLA and ERUNT). The descriptive research design is appropriate for assessing relationships between reading comprehension and numeracy. However, some sections need refinement: statistical results should include effect sizes and exact test values, interpretations should be separated from findings, and ethics for minors should be described in more detail. With these adjustments, the manuscript will be scientifically correct and more rigorous.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references you used provide a good foundation, but they are not fully sufficient or up to date. Several sources cited are more than a decade old, and some statements (such as on PISA 2022 results, MATATAG curriculum reforms, and the “Bawat Bata Bumabasa” initiative) would be stronger if supported by recent and official references. Adding current international and local studies on early grade literacy and numeracy will also enhance credibility.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally clear and understandable, but it needs refinement to fully meet scholarly standards. Some sentences are too long, certain phrases are repetitive, and there are minor grammatical issues (e.g., “No. of Hours Spend” instead of “No. of Hours Spent”). The style also mixes factual reporting with interpretation in sections where objectivity should be maintained. With careful editing for conciseness, consistent terminology, and correction of minor errors, the manuscript’s English quality can be made fully suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant and methodologically sound, but it requires major revisions in statistics reporting, updated references, ethical documentation, and language refinement before publication.
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