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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 scientific community by offering a comprehensive examination of constructive feedback within a Saudi EFL preparatory-year context—an area that remains underrepresented in current research. By integrating theoretical perspectives with instructors’ classroom-based experiences, the study provides valuable insights into how feedback practices shape students’ reading development, self-regulation, and engagement. The findings also enrich global discussions on formative assessment and feedback literacy, demonstrating how context-sensitive feedback strategies can enhance learning outcomes in multilingual, mixed-proficiency classrooms. Overall, the chapter advances both the theoretical understanding and practical application of feedback in EFL education, making it relevant for researchers, teacher educators, and policymakers alike.
	

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

	Yes, the current title is suitable.
It clearly captures the focus on feedback and Saudi EFL students’ reading performance.
	

	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 informative but can be improved for clarity and structure.
 Suggestions:
· Explicitly state the methodology (content analysis) with more precision.

· Add a sentence describing key themes emerging from the analysis.

· Add a concluding sentence highlighting implications for EFL pedagogy.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
· The conceptual grounding in feedback theory (Hattie & Timperley, Nicol, Brookhart, etc.) is strong.

· The research design (descriptive + qualitative content analysis) is appropriate and aligns with the stated objectives.

· Findings are consistent, well-organised, and logically connected to the literature.

However:
· The methodology section would benefit from greater detail regarding coding procedures, trustworthiness, and sample justification.

· Scheme 1 and figures should be clearly labelled, formatted, and referenced within the text.

· The discussion should explicitly connect findings back to the earlier theoretical frameworks.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and include recent sources (2020–2023).
Suggestions for additional relevant literature (optional):
· Carless, D. & Boud, D. (2018). The development of student feedback literacy. Assessment & Evaluation in Higher Education.

· Winstone, N., Nash, R., Parker, M., & Rowntree, J. (2017). Supporting learners’ agentic engagement with feedback. Assessment & Evaluation in Higher Education.
These works are widely cited in current scholarly discussions about feedback uptake, agency, and literacy.


	

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

	
The manuscript’s English is understandable but requires moderate language polishing to meet scholarly book-chapter standards.
 Common issues:
· Lengthy sentences affecting clarity

· Minor grammatical inconsistencies

· Redundant explanations in some sections

A careful edit will enhance flow and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments

	


· The manuscript is rich in theoretical explanation; however, shortening some background sections will improve balance.

· Consider adding a “Pedagogical Implications” subsection to summarise actionable insights for EFL instructors.

· The conclusion could be strengthened by highlighting how the findings can inform future research, curriculum design, or teacher training.

· Ensure all figures and tables follow the book’s formatting guidelines.

This manuscript provides a timely and detailed synthesis of constructive feedback practices within EFL preparatory-year programs in Saudi Arabia. The topic is highly relevant for educational researchers, teacher educators, and practitioners who seek evidence-based strategies for enhancing literacy development, particularly reading performance. By situating feedback within pedagogical knowledge, classroom practices, and linguistic/communicative competence, the chapter adds conceptual clarity and practical applicability to an under-researched context. The qualitative insights from EFL instructors further strengthen its contribution to the literature on feedback, formative assessment, and EFL teaching in foundation programs.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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