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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 professional perspective as a researcher in education and psychological assessment, this manuscript addresses an important construct related to mental imagery among secondary school students. The attempt to construct and standardize a multidimensional Mental Imagery Scale covering six sensory modalities is relevant for educational psychology and assessment research. The development of culturally contextualized measurement tools is particularly valuable in regional educational settings. If methodologically strengthened, the proposed instrument may contribute to future empirical studies on cognitive processes in adolescents.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the objective of the study. However, it may be slightly refined for clarity and methodological precision. A possible alternative title could be: “Development and Psychometric Evaluation of a Mental Imagery Scale for Secondary School Students”. This version better reflects the scale development and validation focus of the study.
	

	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 outlines the purpose of the study and reports reliability coefficients. However, it would benefit from clearer presentation of:

- Sample characteristics (age range, gender distribution),

- Statistical techniques applied for item analysis,

-Explicit mention of the number of items retained,

- A brief statement on limitations.

A more structured abstract including methodological and psychometric details would enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my professional opinion, the manuscript follows traditional steps of scale construction such as item generation, try-out, discrimination analysis, and reliability estimation. The reporting of split-half, test-retest, and Cronbach’s alpha reliability is appropriate.

However, several methodological aspects require further clarification and strengthening:

1. No Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) was conducted to examine the factorial structure of the six proposed sensory areas.

2. Construct validity was not empirically tested.

3. The use of only content validity is insufficient according to contemporary psychometric standards.

4. The 3-point rating scale may limit response variability and reduce measurement sensitivity.

5. The sample size (N=158) may be relatively small for standardizing a 70-item multidimensional scale.

Addressing these issues would significantly improve the scientific robustness of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several foundational classical works in mental imagery research. However:

- Many references are dated.

- Recent international literature (last 5-7 years) on multidimensional imagery assessment and psychometric validation should be incorporated.

- Contemporary validation frameworks (e.g., construct validity models, structural validation studies) could strengthen the theoretical grounding.

Updating the reference list is recommended.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language editing. There are grammatical inconsistencies, repetitive phrasing, and structural issues in several sections. Professional proofreading is strongly recommended to ensure clarity and scholarly quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study demonstrates sincere effort in constructing a regionally adapted imagery scale. The procedural steps of item discrimination and reliability estimation are clearly described. Nevertheless, to meet contemporary standards in educational measurement, the authors are encouraged to: conduct factor analysis (EFA and, if possible, CFA), report KMO and Bartlett’s test results, provide item-total correlations, clarify scoring interpretation, present normative interpretation guidelines.

With these improvements, the manuscript could make a more substantial contribution.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript does not explicitly report whether ethical approval was obtained from an institutional review board or ethics committee. Since the participants are secondary school students (minors), the authors should clearly state whether informed consent from parents and permission from school authorities were obtained prior to data collection.
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