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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 manuscript used to explore the effectiveness of using comic strips in teaching reading comprehension to Grade VII students using action research method. Since action research is a widely used method to improve classroom practice, this study could provide insight about the potential of adopting comic strips as an effective instructional tool in teaching reading comprehension. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author(s) employed one-group posttest-only design in the action research study. The major limitation of this design is the lack of comparison (or a control group) to identify the effectiveness of the intervention. It is susceptible to many threats to internal validity, such as history bias and maturation bias. For example, the gap between two different tecahing methods (text and comic strips) administered was not mentioned. In addtionn, the use of two different chapters in textbook to compare two different instructional methods (text-based and comic strips) are irrelevant to compare the effectiveness of the intervention. Overall, these limitation makes one-group posttest-only desgin a poor research design. The author(s) may consider to administer other research designs such as one-group pretest-posttest design or nonequivalent control group pretest-posttest design.
The author(s) should provide detailed descriptions on the observation findings, as the  observation is used to answer the second, third, fourth and fifth research objectives.

The author(s) should give/ provide the reflections on the intervention (comic strips in teaching reading comprehension) employed at the end of the action research. This is critical to let readers know about your classroom intervention, and could serve as a powerful suggestion/ reccomendation about your intervention to teaching community.  
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	The number of references is not sufficient and the most recent rederences should be added.
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