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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
Yes. Literacy is always one big issue all worldwide. 
 
       
I Like the tittle but I think literacy is the most evident issue in this chapter. For international 
purposes, the authors gain if they center the title first on Literacy … 

 
Instead of 

PRACTICE OF FILIPINO-ONLY POLICY AND LITERACY IN THE FILIPINO LANGUAGE 
AMONG HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS 

More like this: 
 

Literacy and Philippine Policies in Native Language Learning Among High School Students 
 

Yes is well organized 
 

 
The authors need to improve the discussion. Bring more international sources on literacy (there 
are many). As the IALS sutudy or the NALS studies in Europe and United states and Canada, 
Please review and add international sources of measurement of literacy 
 

 
Yes. But could the authors add more sources to your literature review. In some parts  miss 
other authors as this sentence for example: 
 
Several studies were conducted in the Philippines on the factors influencing students' language 
proficiency (Tana, 2021) 
 

7. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, 
please mention in the review form. 

 
https://nces.ed.gov/statprog/handbook/pdf/nals.pdf 
 
 
https://www.casas.org/product-overviews/research-and-evaluation/assessment-research/national-
adult-literacy-survey-(-excerpt-from-iowa-norming-study) 
 
 
https://nces.ed.gov/surveys/ials/ 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
The language is quite perceptible 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
With mnote references and better discussion I believe the chapter will be usefull for publication and 
reflexion for other researchers besides Philippine authors. 
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PART  2:  
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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