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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 addresses a crucial, practical problem in secondary education: the direct link between students' access to and active use of required textbooks and their subsequent academic achievement in a core subject like Literature-in-English. It provides empirical evidence supporting the fundamental role of instructional materials in learning. By quantifying text possession and utilization as significant predictors of performance, the study offers valuable, actionable data for policymakers, school administrators, and parents in Osun State, Nigeria, to invest in and monitor resource access for improved educational outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly defines the three main variables (Text Possession, Text Utilisation, Achievement) and the specific context (Literature-in-English, Senior Secondary Schools, Osun State).
	

	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 is comprehensive, covering the background, purpose, research questions, methodology (design, population, sampling, instrument, analysis), and key findings.

Suggestion for Addition/Refinement:

· Please state the specific regression results (e.g., R2 or coefficient values) for possession and utilization in the abstract to better quantify their predictive power, rather than just stating they are "significant".


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and well-structured.

1. Design and Methods: The use of the descriptive survey and correlation research design is appropriate for examining relationships and predictive power. The population and multi-stage sampling procedure, resulting in a sample of 300 SS II students, are clearly described.

2. Instruments: The instruments (STPQA, STUA, SATEL) are relevant and have good reliability coefficients (e.g., r=0.81 and r=0.76).

3. Analysis: The use of Pearson Product Moment Correlation (PPMC) and Regression Analysis (specifically Multiple Regression) is appropriate to answer the research questions on relationships and prediction.

Suggestions for Improvement (Minor Revision):

· Discussion Depth: The discussion section should more critically interpret why Text Utilisation had a stronger predictive power than Text Possession. While possession is necessary, the authors could expand on the quality of utilization (e.g., how teachers guide text use, or active reading strategies) as the more powerful mechanism for achievement.

· Context for Achievement: Briefly explain how 'Achievement in Literature-in-English' was measured (i.e., was it scores on the standardized achievement test (SATEL) or actual school/examination scores?) for absolute clarity in the Methodology section.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover relevant literature on instructional materials, academic performance, and teaching English/Literature. They include a good mix of classic and recent sources up to 2021.
	

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


	The language is professional and clear, making it suitable for scholarly communication. Some minor copyediting (e.g., ensuring consistency in tense and formal academic phrasing) would improve the overall polish, but the communication is effective.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study's finding that Text Utilisation (β=0.222) is a stronger predictor than Text Possession (β=0.213) is a key highlight that moves the discussion beyond mere provision of resources to the crucial aspect of pedagogy and active student engagement. The conclusions and recommendations flow logically from the results, particularly the call for greater monitoring of text use by teachers and school heads. This is a good paper that only requires minor adjustments to the discussion and clarity of terms to be accepted for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are apparent. Since the study involves students, the authors must confirm that informed consent was obtained from both the school authorities and the students/their parents, and that the students' identities were kept confidential.
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