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his/her feedback here) 

Please write few sentences regarding the 
importance this manuscript for scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The study is focused on the application of the “Catch-Up Fridays" program in Filipinas. It involves the 
analyses of the teachers' experiences, including the personal costs of materials and the limitation of 
resources. From the analyses valuable proposal to improve the program was indicated in the 
conclusion item. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points 
in this section? Please write your suggestions 
here. 

 

As keywords, there are long words. It is not correct.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences 
may be required for this part. 

Several aspects were identified and described like “Awareness and Understanding” or “Training and 
Support”. The tables list several items that were analysed, in a perspective of the application of the 
program, allowing the authors to present valuable remarks  
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The text presents a deep study of the application of a didactic program. Bringing some important 
conclusions and future improvements 
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