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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.


	Since indigenous languages are in danger of being extinct, this study is important to learn about language acquisition such as Filipino (in this research). It explores the interplay between intercultural competence, language anxiety, and motivation among the learners to fully understand the phenomenon. In addition, it enjoys a mixed-method design which can provide a comprehensive understanding of how these factors influence Filipino language acquisition, offering pedagogical insights for instructors and policymakers in multicultural settings. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is clear and descriptive but can be rephrased as the following title:
Intercultural Competence, Language Anxiety, and Motivation in Filipino Language Learning: A Mixed-Methods Study of Indigenous Students
	

	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 section is comprehensive. However, some suggestions are as follow:
1. Mention how the qualitative and quantitative data were integrated.

2. Only the most salient themes can be listed in the results.

3. There is no statement of implication.   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically written. There are a few suggestions as follow:
1. Explicitly state the limitations.

2. It can be helpful to discuss possible reasons for non-significant relationships. 
3. Literature review section is missing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent; however, there are some suggestions as follow:
1. References No 13, 48, 55 …. should follow a similar APA format. Check all. 
2. SDG on page 14 needs an in-text citation. 


	

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


	The manuscript language is generally acceptable. However, there are a few suggestions:
1. Grammar and syntax: Sentences such as “That is why there is a need to highlight the importance of motivation to students because many cannot achieve their full potential due to low motivation, and this can also cause them to feel bored and have difficulties in language learning” can be paraphrased in terms of conciseness and flow. 

2. 2.  Tense and agreement: The sentence “the questionnaire was submitted for expert validation and went through pilot test to test reliability” can be improved. 
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