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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 valuable contribution to the growing body of research on reading comprehension and reading strategy use among science and technology undergraduates — an under-represented population compared to humanities students. Its focus on CEFR-aligned comprehension levels and the comparison of strategy types (cognitive, metacognitive, socio-affective) provides evidence-based implications for curriculum reform. The findings have practical significance for EFL instruction, assessment design, and reading pedagogy in EMI/STEM contexts. It can therefore inform teacher training, policy, and instructional intervention design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title is suitable, but could be refined for scholarly precision and indexing.
Suggested alternative title:
“Reading Comprehension Ability and Strategy Use among Science and Technology Undergraduates in English Fiction and Non-Fiction Texts in Nepal”
(This better indicates both population + comparative text types + geographical context.)


	

	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, clearly structured, and follows academic convention, but it could be improved by briefly including:

· the specific USE of the results — e.g. pedagogical or curricular implications (1 sentence)

· mention that no students reached proficient level (this is a striking finding worth highlighting)

· remove sentence-level repetition (e.g. GSST-BSc mentioned twice)


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, follows an appropriate quantitative methodology, uses CEFR-aligned comprehension levels, and is consistent with current frameworks (Sheorey & Mokhtari, CEFR, O’Malley & Chamot). Analysis and interpretation align logically with the results. No major methodological flaws evident.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are rich, theoretically grounded, and include recent 2021–2025 studies. They are more than sufficient. If anything, one or two global EMI/STEM-reading studies (e.g., from Japan, China, Gulf universities, or EU EMI contexts) could strengthen comparative international relevance.
	

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


	The English is highly readable with a strong academic tone. Minor syntactic tightening could improve concision, but it is already of publishable scholarly quality — no major grammar issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The paper is strong, but consider integrating a short “practical recommendations” paragraph (e.g., how teachers / curriculum designers should ACT on these findings).

  A limitations + future research paragraph would strengthen the conclusion academically.

  Tables and figures are well described, but the article could benefit from a visual summary model of strategy hierarchy at the end.
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