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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 for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the factors affecting students’ participation in classroom learning, which is essential for effective education. By examining teacher-related, subject-related, and environmental factors, the study highlights the critical influence of teachers in motivating active student engagement. The use of an action research approach, with clearly defined pre- and post-intervention phases, offers a practical and replicable model for improving classroom participation. Furthermore, the findings contribute to the broader understanding of learner-centered teaching, emphasizing how targeted, evidence-based strategies can enhance student motivation, confidence, and learning outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Action Research: Improving Students’ Participation in Learning,” is clear and shows that the study is about increasing student participation using action research. However, it is a bit general and does not mention the school, location, or specific factors studied. A more detailed title would help readers understand the study better. For example, “Improving Student Participation in Class: An Action Research Study at Bayta Primary School, Bhutan” or “How Teachers Can Help Students Participate More: An Action Research Study” would make the focus and context of the study clearer. These titles are simple and easy to understand while still showing what the research is about.
	

	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 clear and provides a good overview of the study, including its aims, research design, methodology, results, and conclusions. It effectively highlights the purpose of the research, the study setting, the number of participants, and the key findings related to student participation and the importance of the teacher factor. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the specific interventions used, such as teacher affirmations and creating a student-friendly learning environment, to give readers a clearer sense of how participation was enhanced. Including a few key quantitative results from the post-intervention stage, for example, that 94% of students recognized the importance of participation, would make the abstract more informative. Additionally, a sentence highlighting the broader implications of the study for other educators or classroom settings would strengthen the abstract and emphasize its relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It clearly defines the research problem, objectives, and questions, uses an appropriate action research design, and presents data and results clearly. The conclusions are logical and consistent with the findings, making the study valid and reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript currently includes only 14 references, which is very low for a study of this scope. Most of the references are old, with only a few recent sources like Haque (2023) and Precourt & Gainor (2019). For a stronger and more comprehensive literature review, the study should include at least 25 references, incorporating more recent research from the last 3–5 years on student engagement, participatory learning, and teacher-led interventions in primary education. This would provide a more current and robust foundation for the study.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, but some sentences are long or repetitive. Minor proofreading and editing would improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study addresses an important issue and is well-structured. Adding more recent references and minor language edits would strengthen it, but it offers valuable insights for improving classroom participation.
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