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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 study is valuable for the scientific community because it shows how the Tutok-Basa, a local reading program, helps improve students' reading comprehension in English. Its results can guide teachers, school leaders, curriculum planners, and policymakers in creating effective reading programs to assist struggling readers in developing comprehension skills, thereby enhancing overall literacy in schools.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, though already clear and descriptive, can still be refined for brevity and academic style. Below is what I suggest as a more concise, academic, and effective research title, which is journal-ready:

“Impact of the Tutok-Basa Program on Grade 7 Students’ Reading Comprehension”


	

	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 is comprehensive. However, it can still be improved and made journal-ready with the following suggestions:

1. Add a sentence in the beginning that tells about the problem or research gap –  stating the why of the study.

2. Break down long sentences into short ones for better readability.

3. Include the research design and sample size.

4. Remove redundant/repetitive details (e.g., “validating the program’s effectiveness in this educational context”)
5. Add a sentence about implications, stating how the findings can benefit schools or educational policy.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	On the whole, the manuscript is scientifically sound as it follows appropriate research procedures. 

However, I suggest the following few points that could enhance the manuscript’s scientific quality:

1. Because the sample size (35 students) is small (although acceptable for a school-based study), it should be acknowledged as a limitation. A ‘Limitation of the Study’ should be added.

2. To improve the discussion section, the findings should be linked to the theoretical frameworks or past studies on reading interventions.

3. To improve the manuscript’s readability, minor editing/formatting should be done.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References used are generally sufficient and mostly recent. However,  I suggest a few improvements that can make the reference list stronger and more updated:

1. Addition of more local and regional studies (Philippine-based or Southeast Asian) on reading programs or literacy interventions.

2. Include more recent works (2024–2025) on digital or community-based reading initiatives to show alignment with current trends.

3. Replace or supplement older references (before 2018) with newer research focusing on post-pandemic reading recovery efforts and DepEd literacy frameworks.


	

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


	Overall, the English quality is acceptable, but it requires minor editing to meet the standards of scholarly writing. There should be professional proofreading or language review to make the article publication-ready.
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