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PART1:Comments 
 
  

Reviewer’scomme
nt 

Author’s Feedback(Pleasecorrectthe manuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/her feedback 

here) 
Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingtheimportan
ce ofthismanuscriptforthe 
scientificcommunity.A minimum of3-4 
sentencesmayberequiredforthis part. 

Thismanuscriptisimportanttothescientificcommunityasitevaluatestheeffectivenessof 
theMarungkoApproach,aculturallyadaptedandtargetedreading  instructionmethod,in 
improvingfoundationalliteracyamongearlylearners. The studyhighlightstherelevanceof tailored 
teachingstrategies to  address gaps in reading proficiency, particularly in  post- 
pandemiccontextswherefoundationalskillsarelacking.Byprovidingempiricalevidenceon thesuccessof 
theMarungkoApproach,themanuscriptoffersvaluableinsightsforeducators, policymakers,and 
researchersinterestedinenhancingliteracyeducation. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticle suitable? 
(Ifnotplease suggestanalternativetitle) 

 
The  current  title,  “Effectiveness  of   MarungkoApproach  in   Enhancing  the  Reading Performanceof 
Grade1Pupilsof SanAntonioElementarySchool,”isclearanddoes notneed revision. 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive? Doyou 
suggest theaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints 
inthis section?Please writeyour 
suggestionshere. 

Theabstractisfairlycomprehensive,summarizingtheobjective,methodology,keyfindings, 
andconclusions.However,itcanbenefitfrom aslightrestructuringtoemphasizethe practical significance ofthe 
findings. For instance, theabstract could  betterhighlight the broader implications of the  
MarungkoApproach beyond the  specific school setting. Removing 
repetitivephrasesandrefiningtechnicaltermswould alsoenhanceclarity. 

 

Isthemanuscriptscientifically,correct?Pleasewri
te here. 

Themanuscriptisscientificallysound,employingaquasi-experimentaldesignwithclearpre- 
and post-testcomparisons. The statisticalmethods(t-testsandeffectsize calculations)are 
appropriatefortheresearchquestions.However,it maybenefitfromadiscussiononpotential limitations,such 
as samplesizeorcontextualvariables,whichcouldinfluencethe generalizabilityofthefindings. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent? 
Ifyouhave 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement
ion theminthereviewform. 

Thereferencescitedarerelevantbutslightlyoutdated.Includingmorerecentstudies(post- 
2018)onfoundationalliteracyinterventions,the impactofphonemicawarenessstrategies,or innovationsin 
earlychildhoodreadingpedagogywouldstrengthenthemanuscript'sscholarly 
depth.Suggestedadditionscouldincluderecentresearchon culturallyresponsiveteaching 
methodsorstudiesexploringtheintegrationoftechnologyinearlyliteracyinstruction.Besure 
toincludethecompletedetailsofthecitedjournalsorarticlesintheReferencessection. 

 

Is thelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticle 
suitable for scholarlycommunications? 

The  manuscript's  language  is  generally  clear  but  requires  refinement  for  scholarly communication.  
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Optional/Generalcomments Updatethepresentationanddiscussionoffindingsbycitingrelevantandupdatedreferencesor resources.  

 
 

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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Ruth G. Luciano 
Department, University & Country College of Information and Communications Technology, Nueva Ecija University of Science and Technology, Philippines 

 
 


