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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 manuscript contributes to the field of language education by examining the role of prior knowledge activation in improving reading comprehension among secondary school students. The study provides empirical evidence supporting schema theory and highlights the importance of cognitively oriented instructional strategies in second language reading instruction. By comparing prior knowledge activation strategies with conventional teaching methods, the research offers practical insights that can guide teachers in improving comprehension outcomes at both literal and inferential levels. The findings are particularly valuable for educators and curriculum planners working in second language learning contexts.
	

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

	Yes, the title clearly reflects the focus of the study and communicates the key variables examined in the research. It appropriately identifies the instructional strategies, the population, and the reading comprehension levels being investigated. However, the title could be slightly shortened for clarity.
Suggested alternative title:
 Effects of Prior Knowledge Activation on Secondary School Students’ Literal and Inferential Reading Comprehension.

	

	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 summarizes the purpose, methodology, and key findings of the study effectively. It clearly identifies the research design, sample size, and statistical techniques used. However, the abstract could be improved by briefly stating the research hypotheses and emphasizing the practical implications of the findings for classroom instruction. Additionally, the wording could be slightly condensed to enhance readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and is grounded in schema theory as its theoretical framework. The research design, data collection procedures, and statistical analyses are appropriate for the objectives of the study. The use of a quasi-experimental pretest–posttest control group design is suitable for investigating instructional effects. However, the paper could benefit from clearer explanations of the statistical procedures used and more precise presentation of some tables and results to improve clarity and rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a reasonable number of references that support the theoretical framework and the discussion of findings. Several recent sources from 2020 onwards are included, which strengthens the relevance of the literature review. However, some classic references are also included, which is acceptable due to their foundational role in schema theory and reading comprehension research.
may consider including more recent empirical studies on reading comprehension strategies or metacognitive reading instruction to further strengthen the literature base.

	

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

	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the language requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and clarity. Some sentences are overly long and may benefit from simplification. Minor grammatical inconsistencies and typographical errors should be corrected to improve the overall academic tone and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, the study addresses an important issue in reading instruction and provides useful evidence on the effectiveness of prior knowledge activation strategies. The research design is appropriate and the findings contribute to the understanding of instructional approaches that support second language learners. However, the manuscript would benefit from careful language editing, clearer presentation of statistical results, and improved organization of some sections. With these revisions, the paper could make a valuable contribution to the literature on reading comprehension instruction.
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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)
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