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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 paper provides rich empirical evidence on how comic strips are effective in reading comprehension, filling a void in cutting-edge pedagogical research. Its findings offer teachers with practical interventions to engage students from diverse backgrounds with a focus on middle school.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Of course, the title sounds so apt.
	

	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 is brief but it misses some important details about the study's methods and main findings that could really make it more complete. A quick mention of the quasi-experimental design and the 6.26% improvement in scores would give a much clearer picture of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, using a solid quasi-experimental design along with the right theoretical frameworks to back up its findings about how comic strips can boost reading comprehension.
	

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

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


	Yes, the language used throughout is good, scholarly and acceptable but identified to have few typographical errors.

	

	Optional/General comments

1
	1. The sample size of 20 students is relatively small
2. Lacks clarity in Data presentation

3. Limited Discussion of Long-Term Impact:
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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