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	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 addresses a timely and relevant issue in the field of language education, specifically focusing on the role of informal online English use in shaping ESL learners' satisfaction with speaking classes. The study’s emphasis on the mediating effect of leisure-time English use offers a novel contribution to the literature by integrating digital engagement and metacognitive theory. The findings carry practical implications for both instructional design and policy development, particularly in aligning formal curriculum with informal learning environments to enhance language acquisition outcomes. This research is well-positioned to inform pedagogical strategies that foster learner autonomy and motivation in ESL contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is descriptive and accurately reflects the study's focus. However, for improved clarity and conciseness, a slightly revised version is recommended:
Suggested Title: “The Mediating Role of Informal Online English Use in ESL Learners’ Satisfaction with Speaking Classes”
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. Nonetheless, it could benefit from more precise language and slightly more emphasis on the theoretical framework (metacognition), as well as a brief mention of the educational context (Philippines). Consider deleting repetitive phrasing such as “learning of English” in favor of a more concise structure like “English learning.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, sample size, and analytical methods (correlation and mediation analysis) are appropriate for the stated research questions. Results are clearly presented and interpreted with reference to relevant literature, and ethical considerations are properly addressed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes an extensive and mostly recent set of references, incorporating both foundational and current studies relevant to ESL, informal learning, and digital engagement. However, a few additional sources on informal digital language learning (e.g., Godwin-Jones, 2018; Benson, 2011 on learner autonomy) could further strengthen the theoretical background.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally clear English, but there are instances of awkward phrasing and grammatical inconsistencies. Phrases like “Demonstrate in the table below…” or “which means sometimes had a mean score…” require revision for syntactic clarity. A thorough proofreading by a professional language editor is recommended to ensure consistency and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The integration of informal digital learning and metacognitive strategies is an emerging area of research, and this manuscript provides valuable insights. To increase its impact, the authors may consider expanding the discussion on cultural and socio-educational contexts, and how these factors influence learners’ online engagement and language development. Additionally, further elaboration on limitations and future research directions would enhance the manuscript’s scholarly depth.
The manuscript requires substantive revision. Specific areas needing improvement include language refinement for scholarly clarity, more precise integration of theoretical concepts into the discussion, and expanded elaboration on the study’s limitations and implications for broader educational contexts. With careful revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the field of open and distance learning.
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