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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 an important contribution to the field of educational psychology by addressing the underexplored link between cognitive-emotional appraisals and classroom learning. The development and testing of a diagnostic tool for assessing students’ self-perceptions provides both theoretical and practical value. Its findings are relevant for advancing adaptive teaching approaches and may support teachers in better understanding and responding to students’ emotional and cognitive states. By focusing on 13-year-old learners, the study also adds valuable empirical evidence for this critical developmental stage.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title, “The Cognitive-emotional Appraisals of 13-year-old Students in the Learning Process”, is clear and descriptive. However, it could be refined for conciseness and stronger academic impact. A possible alternative would be:
“Diagnosing Cognitive-Emotional Appraisals of 13-year-old Students during Classroom Learning”.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, presenting the aims, methodology, and main outcomes of the study. Nevertheless, it could be strengthened by:
· Highlighting more explicitly the scientific and practical relevance of the diagnostic tool.
· Clarifying the most significant findings, especially regarding differences across subject areas and phases of lessons.
· Adding a concluding sentence that emphasizes the potential educational implications of the results.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design is carefully explained, the sample is adequate, and the statistical analyses (McDonald’s omega, GLM repeated measures, exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses) are appropriate. The results are presented with sufficient detail and interpreted in line with existing theories. Some sections are dense, and streamlining the narrative would improve clarity, but overall the scientific rigor is satisfactory.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient, varied, and include several recent sources (up to 2024). To further strengthen the literature review, the authors could consider including very recent studies (2022–2024) on classroom emotion assessment tools and short-form diagnostic questionnaires published in journals such as Learning and Instruction or Educational Psychology.
	

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

	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, certain sentences are overly long and would benefit from simplification to improve readability. Occasional redundancies and stylistic inconsistencies could be resolved with a careful language edit. A light professional proofreading would further enhance the flow.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, the manuscript presents an innovative and valuable study with both theoretical and applied implications. The proposed questionnaire has the potential to become a practical tool for teachers to monitor students’ emotional and cognitive engagement. With some revisions to improve clarity, conciseness, and emphasis on implications, the article would make a strong contribution to the literature on adaptive learning and student well-being.

Minor Revision — the study is solid and innovative, but it would benefit from refinement in presentation (language clarity, abstract strengthening, and slight expansion of references).
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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