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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.


	i. The manuscript contributes to educational psychology, by examining assertive behaviour and problem-solving skills among female secondary school students, a group that is frequently under-represented in behavioural and cognitive research. 

ii. The study's findings have practical implications for educators, counsellors, and policymakers to develop interventions that enhance assertiveness and higher-order thinking skills in adolescent girls. It focusses on a variety of school types in an educationally neglected region of Uttarakhand and provides contextual evidence linking socio-emotional competencies to cognitive skills. 

iii. The study confirms that assertive behaviour has a major non-cognitive influence on academic performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable 
	

	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.


	Although the abstract is mostly comprehensive, a few enhancements are suggested:
i. Make the study design clear (e.g., descriptive survey or comparative design).
ii. Give a more specific description of the statistical test, such as "one-way ANOVA" rather than the general "f-test."
iii. Correct some grammatical errors, such as  (adminstrative = administrative).
iv. Instead of reiterating the need for more study, the last phrase can quickly highlight the implications for schooling.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be both methodologically and scientifically sound. The validity of measurement is supported by the use of standardised tools, such as the Problem-Solving Ability Test (PSAT-D) by Dubey & Mathur and the Assertive Behaviour Assessment Scale (ABAS) by Dhondhiyal & Gangwar. For the specified goals, the sample size is sufficient and the use of inferential statistics using SPSS is suitable. No significant scientific discrepancies are apparent, and conclusions are consistent with the presented findings.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference lists are partially adequate and need to be significantly revised
	

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


	There are a few minor typographical problems, grammatical errors and occasionally strange phrasing, but these may be readily fixed with thorough proofreading or expert language editing. The general clarity of the writing is not greatly diminished by these problems.

	

	Optional/General comments


	After a few minor edits, especially to the abstract, references, and language, the manuscript can be accepted.
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