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	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 research report shows that after implementing the reading tutoring program, students' reading level becomes instructive. There is a significant difference in the students' reading level before and after the tutoring program. The implemented reading tutoring program has a great impact on students. Therefore, this study has positive value in improving the reading ability of fourth-grade elementary school students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientifically, is correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is quite careful and the data is very clear. The only thing worth discussing is that the 39 pupils appearing in the Results (page 8) are inconsistent with the 31 pupils mentioned in the abstract, which needs to be revised.
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