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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.


	The importance of reading and reading comprehension is not something one can deny so the researches discussing different methods to improve reading are also vital and researches including this article which works on reading considering different methods and age groups are necessary.
	

	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.
	In my opinion there are some points that should be reviewed which are mentioned in the general comments section.
	

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

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The criteria on how to choose students should be explained better especially that it’s mentioned that the selection has been non-random in the article.
· It’s better if the collaborative SQ3R method is compared to the SQ3R alone, not the traditional one.
· Why is the duration of each phase of the study only one month? Was there a limited time or was the researcher following a specific standard? It’s for sure that the traditional method makes no significant difference in just one month (as mentioned in table 1) 

· The samples of the tools used in the research are not attached.
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