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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.


	The researcher claims that there is a lack of sufficient research about foreign language anxiety in the Saudi Arabian context. This study is valuable due to its contribution to filling the gap in this field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There may be some ambiguity in the title. As there is stated ESL but along the text there are some ESL and some EFL expressions. 

Beyond Barriers: Examining the Impact of Foreign Language Anxiety on (EFL) Proficiency in Saudi Military Learners and Strategic Interventions for Academic Success. (t would be beneficial to replace 'ESL' and other similar expressions with 'EFL'."
	

	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.


	In the abstract, the subtitles such as aims, study design, methodology, results, and conclusion are explicitly stated. However, it is recommended to mention these elements implicitly, without using explicit headings. Additionally, when presenting the results, avoid numbering items (e.g., 1, 2, 3, 4). Instead, write the abstract as a continuous, unified paragraph without subheadings or lists.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is and also written scholarly well but some lack in presenting the ‘’Validity’’. While the reliability is mentioned, validity is not. And one of the subquestions of the study is not answered clearly. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are enough and updated but some parts of text needs to be supported with some more citations. They are stated in the text by the reviewer.
	

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


	It is scholarly suitable however it is recommended to ensure consistency with either American or British English throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study needs to be revised according to these requirements mentioned above.

Despite some existing shortcomings, I believe the study has the potential to be academically sufficient, provided that these issues are addressed.
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