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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 provides valuable empirical and qualitative evidence on the effectiveness of the Anticipation Guide Strategy in enhancing prediction and inference skills among Grade 9 Filipino learners. The study addresses a persistent national issue in Philippine education—low reading comprehension performance—and offers a theoretically grounded and practically feasible instructional intervention. By combining schema theory, metacognition, and constructivist principles, the study contributes meaningful insights that can inform literacy instruction, curriculum design, and reading intervention frameworks. Its mixed-methods approach further strengthens the evidence base and bridges a gap in current Philippine-focused reading comprehension research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Current Title: ANTICIPATE, PREDICT, INFER: BOOSTING GRADE 9 READING COMPREHENSION THROUGH THE ANTICIPATION GUIDE STRATEGY
The title is clear, relevant, and accurately reflects the focus and major variables of the study. It effectively communicates both the intervention (Anticipation Guide Strategy) and the targeted skills (prediction and inference).
 Suggested alternative (optional):
· Enhancing Grade 9 Reading Comprehension Using the Anticipation Guide Strategy: A Mixed-Methods Study

	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and provides a clear overview of the purpose, methodology, sample, major findings, and recommendations
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.
 Suggested minor improvements:
· Remove the duplicated paragraph in the abstract.

· Briefly mention the effect sizes or specify the level of significance to strengthen the quantitative summary.

· Consider adding 1–2 sentences about limitations or directions for future research for greater completeness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, well-grounded in theory, and supported by contemporary literature. The methodology is appropriate for the research questions, and the use of an explanatory sequential mixed-methods design is justified and rigorously executed. Statistical analyses (descriptive, t-test, effect size) are appropriate and clearly interpreted.
Qualitative analysis follows established thematic analysis procedures and is coherently presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, up to date (2020–2025), and highly relevant to the study’s theoretical and methodological foundation
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. The inclusion of both local and international studies strengthens the scholarship.
 Optional suggestion:
· Add more literature on Filipino reading interventions or DepEd literacy frameworks for contextual grounding (e.g., ELLN, K–12 reading programs).

Otherwise, the reference list is sufficient and recent.

	

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

	The manuscript is well-written in an academic tone, and the language is suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical refinements may improve clarity, but overall, the writing is coherent, organized, and professionally presented.
	

	Optional/General comments

	· Strong conceptual and empirical foundation

· Clear contribution to literacy education

· High-quality mixed-methods design

· Minor issues include formatting, removal of repeated abstract, and slight improvements in clarity
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical issues are evident. The study obtained parental consent, institutional approval, and adhered to child protection policies. Data collection procedures follow appropriate ethical guidelines.
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