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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.


	The scholarly community will benefit from this publication since it offers empirical data on the financial literacy levels of underserved populations, particularly 4Ps beneficiaries in the Philippines. It adds to the expanding body of research on social protection and poverty reduction by pointing out both the advantages and disadvantages of recipients' financial literacy, abilities, and attitudes. Along with highlighting the necessity of incorporating financial education into government cash transfer programs, the study provides insightful information for development practitioners, educators, and policymakers. Its conclusions can also be used as a starting point for upcoming longitudinal and comparative research on financial literacy in low-income areas around the world.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title “Financial Literacy among 4Ps Beneficiaries” is clear and presents the objectives of the study. However, it could be made more specific and rationally engaging by focusing the context, methodology, and scope.
	

	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.


	It concisely summarizes the study's goals, methods, conclusions, and suggestions, the abstract is usually thorough. It may be enhanced, though, by highlighting the research gap and simplifying a few things. The abstract's demographic breakdown may be simplified into a clearer statement because it is overly complex. Furthermore, the results ought to emphasize not just the general degree of financial literacy but also the particular area—like financial attitude—that requires the greatest improvement. Although useful, the recommendations section is too long for an abstract and might be condensed into one or two main ideas, such as the necessity of focused financial literacy education and useful interventions. Including a succinct explanation of the study's importance for reducing poverty.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I found this manuscript scientifically correct.With a clear introduction, specific goals, a suitable use of a quantitative descriptive design, and acceptable data collecting using a validated questionnaire, it adheres to a typical research structure. The statistical methods employed, including ANOVA and descriptive statistics, are appropriate for the study's goals, and the results' interpretation aligns with the findings that were reported. The recommendations are supported by evidence, and the conclusions make sense in light of the data. Though scientifically valid, the book might use a few small improvements, like highlighting the findings' practical consequences, streamlining the theoretical framework, and cutting back on some sections' too extensive demographic details. All things considered, the study is factual, methodologically sound, and makes a significant contribution to the study of social protection and financial literacy.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many current studies from 2020–2024 are included in the manuscript's usually adequate list of references, which strengthens the study. More current international viewpoints, such as World Bank and OECD publications on financial literacy (2022–2023), and comparative research, such as Klapper and Lusardi (2023) on global financial literacy trends, could enhance the list even more. The local context of the paper would also be improved by including more Philippine-based research, such as Orbeta and Paqueo (2016) or Reyes and Tabuga (2021). Last but not least, including research on digital financial literacy—like that done by Koskelainen et al. in 2023—would update the conversation and take into account the changing financial habits of low-income households.


	

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


	Yes, the article's quality of communication is generally appropriate for academic dissertation. Clear sectioning, appropriate citation, and a logical flow of ideas are all features of the research writing rules, and the paper is written in formal, academic English. However, several sections are excessively comprehensive, making sentences long and less succinct, especially in the abstract and findings section. Readability and clarity would be enhanced by condensing lengthy words, cutting down on repetition, and simplifying demographic information. The general flow might potentially be improved with minor grammar corrections and more seamless section transitions. In conclusion, the English could use some minor editing to make it more readable and succinct, but it is still suitable for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is timely, methodologically good, and supported by adequate recent references. The findings are relevant to both local and global conversations about financial literacy and poverty alleviation. However, some sections (abstract, demographics, and results discussion) require minor changes for conciseness and clarity, and the reference list might be somewhat extended with more global and digital financial literacy sources.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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