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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 is timely and relevant, especially in the era where artificial intelligence tools become more widespread in language classrooms. It addresses the urgent need to compare human and AI-generated corrective feedback in the EFL context, which is an under-researched area. The study provide empirical evidence that AI feedback can be more effective than traditional feedback in enhancing writing skills, particularly in environments with limited teaching resources. This is an important contribution for researchers and practitioners interested in integrating AI tools into teaching.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and appropriate. However, it could be improved for more clarity and brevity. Suggested alternative:

“Comparing AI and Teacher Corrective Feedback on Iranian EFL Learners’ Essay Writing”
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study and includes the purpose, method, results, and conclusion. It is mostly comprehensive, but I suggest adding a sentence to clarify the significance of the findings for future teaching practices. Also, the sentence “AI tools can serve as a reliable and efficient alternative in writing instruction” should be followed by limitations or contexts where it may not be effective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid and presents sound methodology and analysis. Using IELTS-based writing tasks and the 6+1 Traits Writing Rubric is appropriate. Data analysis was done correctly with a t-test and correlation coefficient for inter-rater reliability. However, some parts of the methodology section are repetitive and could be more concise. Also, some procedural steps were described in the future tense, which is better to be in the past tense.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, especially those from 2023–2024, which is appropriate for AI-related studies. Still, a few more references from the Southeast Asian or MENA region would add more contextual richness, particularly about the perception of AI in an educational context. Authors might consider adding more theoretical framing, maybe with reference to feedback literacy or the technology acceptance model (TAM).
	

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


	The English is understandable and academic in tone, but there are many grammatical errors and awkward phrases. For example, “students learned how to received feedback” should be corrected to “students learned how to receive feedback.” Articles and verb tenses are sometimes inconsistent. Despite this, the meaning is mostly clear. A language editing service or proofreading is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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:

Rini Susanti, Universitas Muhammadiyah Palembang, Indonesia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

