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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community offers understanding of symbolic communication of Deaf students. By applying George Herbert Mead's symbolic interactionism, the study provides a new perspective on how nonverbal symbols—such as sign language, facial expressions, and gestures—facilitate meaning-making, identity formation, and social interaction in the classroom. The findings have practical implications for educators, curriculum developers, and policymakers.
However, from the perspective of a sign linguist, the statement “Another novel aspect lies in the finding that symbols such as hand movements, facial expressions, and head gestures are not merely communication aids, but have become part of students' thinking processes, shaping their self-identity and regulating social relationships in the classroom”. Referring to hand movements, facial expressions, and head gestures as "merely communication aids" reflects a spoken language bias. Sign linguists emphasize that these are core linguistic phonological features of sign languages, not supplementary. In signed languages, Handshapes, facial expressions, and hand movements are grammatical elements. They mark syntactic functions (e.g., questions, negation, topicalization). They are not "aids", but integral to the construction of meaning. Research studies in the field of sign linguistics have demonstrated that Deaf signers think in sign language—they process acquire signs as naturally as hearing individuals process spoken language.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A suitable title can reflect the theoretical framework, the population, and the context.  A suggestion

"Meaning-Making and Social Interaction in Deaf Education: A Symbolic Interactionist Approach"
	

	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.


	Suggestions for improvement

Include specific data collection methods (e.g., interviews, observations) and include the contribution or findings in 1–2 lines — what was revealed or learned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on observations:

· The theoretical grounding in symbolic interactionism is appropriate for exploring subjective meaning-making among Deaf students.

· The constructivist paradigm aligns well with the focus on social construction of reality.

· The use of qualitative research fits the research questions implied.

Minor suggestions:

Validate that interpretations of interaction are grounded in participant data, not just theoretical assumptions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recommended additions can further enrich the paper:

Hall, W. C. (2017). "What you don’t know can hurt you: The risk of language deprivation by impairing sign language development in Deaf children." Maternal and Child Health Journal.

Gertz, G., & Boudreault, P. (Eds.). (2016). Deaf Gain: Raising the Stakes for Human Diversity. University of Minnesota Press.

Marschark, M., & Spencer, P. E. (2010). The Oxford Handbook of Deaf Studies, Language, and Education. Oxford University Press.
	

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


	The language is generally formal, academic, and appropriate. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper does not highlight whether teachers are trained or untrained in BISINDO or any other inclusive strategies of communication, such as 'Total communication'. The term patient and personalised approach is unclear in the paper. 
Though the paper mentioned "that the school is a supportive atmosphere, is the classroom an inclusive space or a typical school classroom? The degrees of hearing loss of the subjects are unclear; are they profoundly deaf? As degrees of hearing loss vary from one to the other, this could determine the level of communication, whether in sign language or through their level of speech particularly when the subject Azka and Ela are compared. It is also important to consider the government language policies and practices implemented in schools in the context of Deaf Students (Deaf with an uppercase 'D' has linguistic implications). The discussions in the paper are based mostly on descriptive reporting rather than analytical interpretation. Strengthen the links between raw data (e.g., examples of students' behaviour) and theoretical constructs (such as role-taking and meaning negotiation). Although classroom observations and interviews were mentioned as methods used to collect the data, ensure methodological clarity in the paper (i.e., how the data were collected, coded, and analyzed). Validate the interpretations of interaction with participant data.
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