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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 study helps educators understand not just what to teach, but how to teach in ways that empower students to think critically and learn independently. The research bridges theory and application by exploring real classroom practices, offering insights that can enhance teacher training and curriculum development. Ultimately, it contributes to the broader goal of improving educational outcomes in language learning.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. The title reflects the key variables or focus areas of your 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 researcher did not include a clear overall conclusion or discuss the broader implications of the study. Additionally, ensure that the abstract adheres to the 300–500-word limit and includes only 4–5 carefully selected key terms
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. However, the researcher could strengthen it by providing more background information on the topic, particularly within the context of the study’s local setting. It would be helpful to present this information from a general overview to more specific details (following an inverted pyramid structure). Additionally, the discussion should highlight the research gap(s) the study aims to address.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The research article is well-written. 
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	The researcher should present the key results of the study under the 'Findings' section, as these form the basis for the conclusion. It's best to avoid repeating the findings in the conclusion, such as mentioning the significant variables again. You may consider these variables as factors that would affect/influence teachers’ ability to implement metacognitive strategies. 

	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Jomel B. Manuel, Cagayan State University, Philippines
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

