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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 work is relevant because it provides empirical evidence highlighting teaching strategies that improve basic literacy and mathematical literacy among students in the early years of elementary education.
The use of a pre-test and post-test makes it possible to reflect on how teaching practices and teacher preparation directly influence student outcomes.
The results underscore the importance of initial teacher training, mentorship, and adaptive pedagogy. The study contributes to current debates on learning by identifying gaps and reinforcing the need for continuous academic rigor in educational programs.
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
The title is clear and reflects the main focus of the study, which reports on teaching strategies and their impact on literacy and mathematical literacy. It is appropriate to the scope of the manuscript and is well aligned with the research design and the results presented.
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
The abstract summarizes the main elements of the study, including the objectives, methodology, and main results.

	4 = Good

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
I believe the keywords are appropriate and relevant to the central themes of the manuscript; they capture the focus on literacy, mathematical literacy, and instructional strategies.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
The information is sufficient and well organized, providing a clear context for the study and its relevance. It presents the key concepts and situates the research within the literature.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
Based on the analysis carried out, the objectives are well defined and aligned with the overall purpose of the study. They are understandable and provide a solid direction for the research.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
Based on the analysis, the literature review is relevant and covers key studies related to the topic, which helps to contextualize the research within the field. It enables an understanding of theoretical and empirical contributions. However, it could incorporate more recent publications to ensure it fully reflects current developments.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
Considering the analysis conducted, the research methodology is deemed appropriate for the study’s objectives. It is based on an experimental design widely recognized in the field of education (pre-test, intervention, and post-test), supported by a solid theoretical foundation in the academic literature. The study adopts a quantitative approach, using SPSS software to perform rigorous statistical analyses, including descriptive statistics, paired-sample t-tests, correlation, and Cohen’s d to measure effect size, allowing for the assessment of the significance and magnitude of differences between pre- and post-test results. The study involved 118 first-grade students and 133 second-grade students, using structured reading, writing, and numeracy tests with defined scoring criteria to evaluate fundamental competencies.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
5 = Excellent 
No ethical issues were identified.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
The research results are presented clearly and systematically, using a combination of quantitative statistical data and detailed narrative interpretations. It follows academic standards for quantitative research, provides a contextualized discussion, and demonstrates a logical and detailed presentation of the findings, facilitating the understanding of the discrepancies observed between different grade levels and genders.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	4 = Good 
The study includes well-organized tables that structure the data effectively.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
The tables are clear, relevant, and necessary to support the study’s quantitative approach, although no figures (such as graphs or diagrams) are included in the material).
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
Yes, the conclusions of the study are generally supported by the data provided in the tables and statistical analyses, with some nuances regarding statistical significance.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good 
Yes, based on the analysis conducted, the study’s limitations are evident and are discussed in a specific section at the end of the manuscript, in addition to being mentioned throughout the discussion of the results.

	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	
4 = Good  
It was observed that the cited references are relevant, although the number (13 references listed) may be considered limited for an academic journal (in my assessment).

	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	It was observed that the cited references are relevant, although the number (13 references listed) may be considered limited for an academic journal (in my assessment).

	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	It is considered that the title of the article is appropriate.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	The abstract summarizes the main elements of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	No. I think it was a limited number.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	Yes
	




PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
A general language review is necessary.


	



Reviewer details:

Erisnaldo Francisco Rei, SEE/MG, Brazil
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