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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.


	This manuscript is important because it focuses on how teachers actually understand and use multi-text reading in real classrooms. It highlights both the benefits and the practical challenges teachers face. These evidence-based findings would assist educational institutions and policymakers in developing more appropriate training and educational materials and curricula, including reading instruction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title reflects the main focus of the study. However, it is quite long, an alternative might be considered:
“Teachers’ Perspectives on Multi-Text Reading and Its Impact on Classroom Practice”
	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it explains the purpose of the study, the methods used, and the main findings. The author may remove some of the background information and using the space to elaborate more on the important findings. 
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	The manuscript seems to be well-structured and compliant with scientific standards.
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	Barzilai & Zohar (2016) - This citation is absent from the list of references.
	

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


	In general, the language is suitable for an academic setting.
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Calibri is used for the remainder of the content.
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