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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 addresses a critical and underexplored area of English for Specific Purposes (ESP) instruction in technical and vocational education in Saudi Arabia, directly aligning with the goals of Saudi Vision 2030. By analyzing the perspectives of ESP instructors at the Technical and Vocational Training Corporation (TVTC), the study provides valuable insights into the challenges and gaps in pre-service and in-service teacher training programs. Its findings highlight the urgent need for specialized, context-sensitive training to enhance the effectiveness of ESP instruction, which is essential for preparing a linguistically proficient workforce. Additionally, the manuscript contributes to the broader discourse on teacher development in vocational contexts, offering practical recommendations that could inform policy changes and educational reforms internationally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Evaluating the Efficacy of ESP Teacher Preparation: A Qualitative Analysis of Pre-Service and In-Service Training Programs at Saudi Arabia's Technical and Vocational Training Corporation," is clear and descriptive, but it is quite long and could be more concise. Additionally, it may benefit from a title that highlights the unique contributions or outcomes of the study.
The current title is clear and descriptive, but it is quite long and could be more concise.
	

	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 of the article provides a solid overview of the research's scope, methodology, findings, and significance. However, it can be improved by enhancing clarity, conciseness, and balance across its components. Currently, the abstract focuses heavily on the study's objectives and background but could better summarize key findings and actionable recommendations. 
Strengths:

1. The abstract clearly outlines the research aims, such as evaluating ESP teacher training programs and their impact on pedagogical practices.

2. It establishes the importance of the topic in the context of Saudi Vision 2030 and aligns with vocational education priorities.

3. The use of qualitative data through semi-structured interviews is mentioned, lending credibility to the study's findings.

Areas for Improvement:

1.The abstract could include more specific details about the findings, such as the identified gaps in training, challenges faced by teachers, and the role of these gaps in instructional efficacy.

2. While it mentions actionable strategies, these could be summarized more explicitly to highlight the study's practical contributions.

3. Some parts of the abstract are verbose and could be streamlined for better readability.

4. A brief mention of the study's limitations would add balance and transparency.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided content, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in terms of its research objectives, methodology, and presentation of findings. However, a few areas could be reviewed to ensure its scientific rigor and accuracy.
· While the qualitative approach is appropriate, there is no mention of validation techniques such as triangulation or member checking. Incorporating such measures would enhance the reliability of the findings.

· The data analysis process is described (e.g., open coding and thematic analysis), but it could benefit from more details on how themes were identified and verified.

· Although limitations are acknowledged in the manuscript, they could be expanded. For example, the small sample size (11 participants) and reliance on interviews may limit generalizability.

· Ethical adherence is mentioned, but details about specific procedures (e.g., participant recruitment, informed consent) could be expanded for clarity.

· The study could benefit from grounding its findings within a theoretical framework for teacher education or professional development.

· Terms like "ESP," "EFL," and "vocational training" are used throughout the manuscript. Ensure these terms are clearly defined and consistently applied.
•
Explicitly state how the findings were validated to ensure trustworthiness.

•
Provide examples of key themes and illustrative quotes from participants to strengthen the connection between data and conclusions.

•
Discuss how the study's findings could be applied to broader contexts or guide future research.

•
Elaborate on ethical practices, especially concerning data confidentiality and participant rights.

Introduce a relevant framework (e.g., reflective practice or adult learning theories) to provide deeper insights into the findings.
	· 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a comprehensive list of references that address various aspects of ESP instruction, teacher training, and vocational education. The references are a mix of seminal works and recent studies, providing a solid foundation for the research. However, there are a few areas where improvements or additions could be made to ensure sufficiency and alignment with the latest developments in the field.
· Replace or supplement older references with more recent studies on teacher training and ESP instruction.

· Include studies that address ESP instruction in multilingual or vocational environments, such as Sukying et al. (2023), but from broader contexts (e.g., Asia, Europe).

Incorporate global studies on ESP instruction, such as those from Europe or Southeast Asia, to provide broader insights.
	· 

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


	· Some sentences are overly complex or verbose, which may hinder readability.

· Occasional minor grammatical errors, such as subject-verb agreement issues and misplaced modifiers, could be polished.

· Example: “The research also investigates EFL educators' responses to ESP changes in technical training settings.” This could be rewritten for greater clarity: “The research examines how EFL educators respond to changes in ESP within technical training settings.”

· Certain ideas are repeated unnecessarily, particularly in the abstract and introduction.

· Some word choices are too general for scholarly writing and could be replaced with more precise alternatives.

· Example: Instead of “important gaps,” use “critical deficiencies” or “significant gaps.”

· Some typographical errors (e.g., missing commas, inconsistent formatting of acronyms) detract from the professional presentation.

· While the manuscript adheres to a formal tone, certain sections (e.g., literature review) are dense and could benefit from improved readability.
· Simplify overly complex sentences and ensure grammatical accuracy.

· Consolidate repetitive statements to improve conciseness.

· Use more discipline-specific vocabulary where applicable.

· A thorough proofreading pass by a professional editor or native English speaker would improve the manuscript.

· Break down long paragraphs into smaller, focused ones, and use bullet points or numbered lists where appropriate to enhance clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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