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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	From my perspective, this manuscript provides the insightful contribution for the scientific community as well as it extends a continued knowledge particularly English language of reading skills for intermediate learners at particular area. The results may articulate a sustainable research and its implications may offer invaluable ideas for potential researchers and practitioners in future
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Here are two alternatives:
1. “Exploring the Relationship Between Reading Motivation and Reading Ability Among Chinese University English Majors”

2. “An Analysis of Reading Motivation and Reading Ability Among Chinese English Major Students”
	

	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 clear, comprehensible, and well-structured, but there will be 4 points for improvement as follows:
1. Adding participant details — concisely mention the sample size.
2. Clarifying the research instruments — name or briefly describe the measures used
3. Simplifying the conclusion — it could be strongly summarized to maintain focus on key findings rather than too many future research information.
4. Optional: Include a brief implication for pedagogy or strategy, e.g., “These findings enlighten English language teaching practices in tertiary contexts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript seems scientifically comprehensive and well-conceived, with suitable design and logical interpretation of the findings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	According to author’s list of references, it has been observed that there are not many of updated references (it means 5-7 years up to present) so author should supplement more updated references and please recheck the accurate spelling and style of reference.  
	

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


	The English quality is academic and publication-ready with only minor formal adjustments.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors may consider the following:
1. Provide more detail on the instruments used, including their reliability and validity.

2. Increase the discussion by linking findings more explicitly to established motivational theories (e.g., Self-Determination Theory or Expectancy-Value Theory).

3. Clarify the implications for language teaching practice and curriculum design to improve the study’s pedagogical significance.

4. Review sentence structure and word choice in a few places to confirm conciseness and academic tone consistency.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The study was approved by the institutional ethics review board.
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