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	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 is beneficial to the scientific community for several reasons. For example, the study explores an understudied demographic, particularly in the field of language acquisition. There seems to be few studies addressing how non-humanities/education students acquire a foreign language. Thus, the results from this study can provide solid evidence that can inform policymakers and universities to integrate language learning into science and technology programmes, enhancing the academic competence and global competitiveness of enrolled students. Similarly, the study bridges the gap between STEM and linguistics, showing how language proficiency skills such as reading can impact the academic performance across different levels of students. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, it could be improved. suggest the following: 
Reading Comprehension Ability and Strategies Used by Science and Technology Undergraduates in Reading English Texts. 
	

	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.


	Yes, believe the abstract is good. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript contains all necessary elements for a scientific paper. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a wide range of references. 
	

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


	Overall, it is good, but would recommend reading the paper one more time to address any minor errors. These minor errors were noted:

Metacognitive strategies—especially setting reading purposes—were commonly applied – change to “Metacognitive strategies, especially setting reading purposes, were commonly applied”

2nd to last paragraph in the introduction:

change to “Likewise”, (spelling error)

Results & analysis section
1. The analysis of Figure 2 highlights that the most of the….

2. the undergraduate students of the Graduate School of Science and Technology (GSST-BSC) fall into the basic reading. Change “of” to “from” or “at”
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