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	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.


	The work titled "Enhancing English Speaking Skills Through Mobile-Assisted Language Learning" is significant for the scientific community as it presents fresh approaches for language instruction and acquisition in the digital era. This manuscript contributes to language learning research by examining the effectiveness of mobile devices in improving spoken English proficiency.  By focusing on the integration of technology into language education, the work highlights the possibilities for integrating technology into language teaching, benefiting both instructors and learners in the field of ELT.
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