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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Reading is a basic activity in the learning process of students for the sake of this 

research article. 
2. I consider that the title is appropriate. It is clear, precise, with concordance, 

coherence and cohesion. 
3. About the abstract I consider that they should include the objective clearly. 
4. If the structure of the manuscript is appropriate, I suggest adding discussion and 

acknowledgements. 
5. I do believe that the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
6. I suggest adding theories that support the teaching of reading. For example, 

constructivist theory, among others. 
7.  

 
 
 
 
 

 
I suggest the following keywords: Qualitative study, Teaching reading, Teaching 
strategies and phenomenal design. 
I suggest that a technological tool be used for the processing of data obtained 
through the interview. 
Add to each of the texts the bibliographic citation in case it is not authored. 
Avoid information obtained through Generative Artificial Intelligence. Avoid 
plagiarism of information. 
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Yes, the English language is suitable for academic communications. 
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I consider it to be an important investigation. 
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