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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript presents a significant contribution to the scientific community, particularly in the field of multimodal discourse analysis and its application in understanding societal issues through online cartoon reportage. The study provides valuable insights into how visual and linguistic elements are combined to communicate complex socio-political issues, such as the ASUU strike in Nigeria. I appreciate the manuscript for its innovative approach to analyzing cartoons as a powerful medium for social critique, highlighting the critical role that visual communication plays in shaping public discourse. The manuscript's emphasis on the interplay between visual elements and language offers a nuanced understanding of how meaning is constructed and conveyed, making it a valuable resource for scholars in discourse analysis, semiotics, and media studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "A Multimodal Discourse Study of and Discursive Functions in Online Cartoon Reportage of ASUU Strike," is informative but somewhat lengthy and could be more focused. It accurately reflects the content of the study but might benefit from being more concise and engaging.

"Multimodal Discourse Analysis: Exploring the Discursive Power of Online Cartoons in the ASUU Strike"

This alternative title retains the key elements of the original while being more concise and emphasizing the study's focus on the discursive power of online cartoons in the context of the ASUU strike.
	

	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.


	The abstract of the article is generally comprehensive, providing an overview of the study's focus, methodology, and key findings. However, there are a few areas where it could be improved to enhance clarity and completeness:
Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Clarify the Purpose and Significance: The abstract mentions the analysis of linguistic and visual components but could more clearly state the purpose of this analysis and its significance in broader terms.

2. Methodology: While the abstract briefly mentions the reliance on O’Halloran’s Systemic Functional Multimodal Discourse Analysis, it could benefit from a clearer statement on how this methodology was applied to the selected data.

3. Results and Conclusion: The abstract could more explicitly summarize the key findings and their implications for the understanding of multimodal communication, particularly in the context of social critique through cartoons.
Revised Abstract:

"This study explores the multimodal discourse in online cartoons reporting on the ASUU strike, emphasizing the critical role of visual elements in conveying complex societal issues. By analyzing ten purposively selected cartoons from Facebook and X (formerly known as Twitter), the study examines the linguistic and visual features that contribute to the portrayal of socio-political realities. Employing O’Halloran’s Systemic Functional Multimodal Discourse Analysis, the research reveals how Nigerian social media users leverage verbal-visual communication to critique societal issues and influence public opinion. The findings underscore the importance of visual and linguistic devices such as imagery, metaphor, sarcasm, and irony in enhancing the communicative power of cartoons. This study highlights the potential of visual communication to convey meaning beyond verbal language, making it a vital tool for social critique and discourse."

This revised abstract aims to make the study's purpose, methodology, and findings more explicit and concise, providing a clearer picture of the research's scope and significance.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The structure and subsections of the manuscript seem to be generally appropriate for a scholarly article, as they provide a logical flow and cover the essential components needed to support the research. Here's an evaluation of the appropriateness of the subsections and structure, along with some suggestions:

Evaluation of the Current Structure:

1. Abstract:
· This section is well-placed at the beginning and provides an overview of the study. However, as previously mentioned, the abstract could be improved for clarity and completeness.

2. Background to the Study:
· This section effectively introduces the topic and provides necessary context. It explains the relevance of the ASUU strike and the role of cartoons in Nigerian media. The background is thorough and appropriate.

3. Theoretical Framework:
· The inclusion of the theoretical framework is crucial as it grounds the study in existing research. The use of O’Halloran’s Systemic Functional Multimodal Discourse Analysis is well-justified, though it could be streamlined to focus on how it directly informs the analysis in this study.

4. Methodology:
· The methodology is appropriately placed and clearly explains the data selection and analysis process. This section is crucial for understanding the research approach and ensuring the study's replicability.

5. Data Analysis:
· The analysis section is comprehensive, presenting each cartoon and its discursive function in detail. This structure is effective for conveying the findings, but it might benefit from a clearer subdivision to distinguish between different themes or types of discourse observed.

6. Conclusion:
· The conclusion appropriately summarizes the findings and reflects on the broader implications of the study. It’s a critical section that effectively ties the research together.

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Subsection Titles:
· Consider adding more specific subsection titles within larger sections like "Data Analysis" to improve readability. For example, dividing it into subsections like "Political Satire in Cartoons," "Student Struggles in Cartoons," etc., could make it easier to navigate the analysis.

2. Literature Review:
· If not already included within the background or theoretical framework, a distinct literature review section might be beneficial to place this study within the context of existing research on multimodal discourse analysis and political cartoons.

3. Discussion:
· A separate "Discussion" section could be added to interpret the findings in more detail, linking them back to the literature and theoretical framework. This could also be where the implications for future research or practical applications are discussed.

4. References:
· Ensure that all cited works in the text are appropriately referenced in the references section, and consider organizing them according to the specific style guide being followed.

Conclusion:

Overall, the structure and subsections are appropriate and serve the manuscript well. By implementing these suggestions, the manuscript can be made more reader-friendly, ensuring that each part of the study is clearly delineated and contributes effectively to the overall argument.


	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript demonstrates scientific correctness through its systematic approach to analyzing multimodal discourse in online cartoons related to the ASUU strike. The use of O’Halloran’s Systemic Functional Multimodal Discourse Analysis provides a robust theoretical foundation, allowing for a nuanced examination of how visual and linguistic elements combine to convey complex socio-political messages. The methodology is well-defined, with clear criteria for data selection and a detailed analysis of the discursive functions of each cartoon. The manuscript is technically sound, as it not only identifies the critical features of the cartoons but also effectively links these features to broader social and political contexts, thereby ensuring that the study's findings are both relevant and insightful.
	

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

-
	The references in the manuscript appear to be a mix of foundational and recent works, which is appropriate for a study in discourse analysis and semiotics. However, while the references cover essential theoretical frameworks and relevant studies, it would be beneficial to include more recent references to reflect the latest developments in multimodal discourse analysis, particularly in the context of digital media and social communication.

Suggestions for Additional References:

1. Kress, G., & Van Leeuwen, T. (2020). Reading Images: The Grammar of Visual Design (3rd ed.). This book is a key text in multimodal discourse analysis and would provide a strong theoretical foundation, particularly in understanding the visual elements of the cartoons.

2. Jewitt, C. (Ed.). (2014). The Routledge Handbook of Multimodal Analysis (2nd ed.). This handbook offers comprehensive coverage of multimodal discourse analysis, including recent methodological advancements that could enhance the study's analytical depth.

3. Machin, D., & Mayr, A. (2012). How to Do Critical Discourse Analysis: A Multimodal Introduction. This book provides practical insights into critical discourse analysis with a multimodal perspective, which could be useful for interpreting the social implications of the cartoons.

4. Zhao, S., & Zappavigna, M. (2020). Digital Media, Social Interaction, and Multimodality: Unpacking the Complexities. This recent work explores multimodal discourse in digital environments, which could be particularly relevant given the focus on online cartoons in the manuscript.

Conclusion:

The references are generally sufficient, but including the suggested additional references would strengthen the manuscript by ensuring it reflects both foundational theories and the most recent advancements in multimodal discourse analysis. These additional references would also provide more context for the study's focus on digital media, enhancing its relevance and robustness.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas where it could be improved to enhance clarity, readability, and precision. Here are some observations and suggestions:

Strengths:

· Academic Tone: The manuscript maintains an appropriate academic tone, using formal language and terminology relevant to the field of multimodal discourse analysis.

· Terminology: The use of specific terms related to discourse analysis, such as "semiotic," "multimodal," and "discursive functions," is consistent and accurate, which is crucial for scholarly communication.

Areas for Improvement:

1. Sentence Structure: Some sentences are quite lengthy and complex, which can make them difficult to follow. Breaking these sentences into shorter, more concise statements would improve readability.

2. Clarity: In some parts of the manuscript, the language could be more direct. For instance, certain phrases could be simplified to make the meaning clearer without losing academic rigor.

3. Grammar and Punctuation: There are a few minor grammatical errors and punctuation issues that need to be addressed. For example, ensuring that commas are correctly placed to avoid run-on sentences and that subject-verb agreements are consistent.

4. Redundancy: In a few instances, ideas are repeated in different sections without adding new information. This redundancy could be minimized to keep the text focused and engaging.

Example Revisions:

· Original: "The study shows that cartoons are used to criticize underlying critical societal issues and draw the attention of stakeholders to effect necessary changes."

· Revised: "The study demonstrates how cartoons critique critical societal issues and draw stakeholders' attention to necessary changes."

Conclusion:

Overall, the language quality is adequate for scholarly communication, but with some revisions for clarity, conciseness, and grammatical correctness, the manuscript could be further polished to meet the high standards expected in academic publications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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