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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.


	The study underscores the DEAR program’s potential as an accessible intervention to address reading difficulties and promote literacy among the grade 6 learners, suggesting its implementation could benefit a wide array of educational setting. Moreover, the research’s insights and results can help educators and policy makers design innovative literacy programs and interventions that nurture a lifelong love of reading, and enhance academic performance of the learners. Furthermore, by employing a quasi-experimental research design, the study provides empirical evidence on the effectiveness of the DEAR program in improving reading comprehension among elementary students, marking a substantial improvement from pre-test to post-test scores. Thus, this manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community, particularly for those focused on educational methodologies and literacy development.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. However, since the study explored to the reading comprehension of the Grade 6 learners, the author might consider to have this title, “Enhancing Reading Comprehension in Grade VI Pupils: The Impact of the DEAR Program at Dassun Elementary School”
	

	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. However, the abstract could start with a clearer statement of the study's primary objective. The author may start it with this statement, "This study aims to evaluate the impact of the DEAR program on the reading comprehension of Grade VI pupils. 
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though the listed references are relevant and foundational on reading comprehension but these are outdated, with some dating back over a decade or more, which may impact the currency of the literature review. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. However, kindly remove redundant phrases or overly lengthy sentences to increase clarity. Check also the tenses of verbs, as such for the respondent’s part, the first two sentences the verbs are in present tense but the last sentence is in past tense, thus, consistency of the tenses of verbs should be observed. 
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	To strengthen the article, consider updating references to include recent studies.
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None.
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