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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 study tackles a very real problem in EFL/ESL classrooms: students' struggles with reading comprehension. focusing on prior knowledge activation through Schema Theory is a very practical approach. The results give clear evidence that teachers need to move away from traditional reading methods and start using more cognitive-based strategies. For ELT practitioners and material developers, this paper offers good, practical insights on how to handle literal and inferential reading skills in secondary schools.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is clear and directly reflects what the research is about. It covers the variables and the target participants well. No needs any changes.
	

	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 covers the main points like the research design, sample size, and results quite well. However, looking at it from a material development perspective, I it lacks a bit of detail on the intervention itself. suggest adding one or two sentences explaining exactly what kind of prior knowledge activation strategies were used in the classroom (for example, did the teacher use pictures, brainstorming, or concept mapping?). This will help readers grasp the practical side of the study right from the start.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology looks sound. The quasi-experimental pre-test and post-test design is appropriate for this kind of classroom research.  the reliability score is quite good (0.85) and the statistical tests (t-test) are standard and correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	two main suggestions to improve the quality of this paper before publication:
1. stated that  used English textbooks for the reading passages. However, there is no explanation of how these texts were selected. To really activate a student's 'schema', the text usually needs to relate to their cultural background or daily life. Please add a short justification or criteria on why those specific texts were chosen for the intervention.
2. Nowadays, activating prior knowledge is much easier and more engaging if we use technology. Looking at the lesson plan, the teacher mostly relies on very basic tools like a whiteboard and markers. While this is fine for the current study, highly recommend adding a discussion or a recommendation paragraph at the end of the paper. Suggesting the use of ICT (like short introductory videos, digital pictures, or multimedia slides) to make the pre-reading stage more interactive would be a great recommendation for future researchers.
	

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

	The manuscript is generally comprehensible, and the authors have used appropriate academic terminology relevant to reading comprehension and Schema Theory. However, the English language quality requires some attention before publication. There are noticeable grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., tense shifts), minor typographical errors (e.g., "Experience readers" instead of "Experienced readers"), and occasional awkward phrasings that disrupt the reading flow. strongly recommend that the manuscript undergo a thorough proofreading and copy-editing process by a native speaker or a professional editing service to meet the standard of international scholarly communications.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	






Reviewer details:

Ismail Sangkala, Universitas Muhammadiyah Makassar, Indonesia

