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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 provides a timely and meaningful contribution to the evolving discourse on language proficiency in secondary education, particularly in non-native English-speaking contexts like the Philippines. It tackles a key but frequently overlooked topic of language pedagogy research by empirically analyzing the link between receptive and productive skills among senior high school students. Its findings not only reinforce established theories on language interdependence but also offer localized insights relevant for curriculum development, teacher training, and assessment design in comparable Southeast Asian educational systems. The study’s implications extend beyond linguistics, contributing to broader conversations about educational equity, language access, and academic achievement in multilingual, postcolonial societies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and functionally descriptive but could be more engaging and aligned with international academic publishing conventions.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, presenting the study’s aims, methodology, key results, and recommendations. However, it could be strengthened by briefly contextualizing the problem within a global or regional framework in its opening sentence. Additionally, including specific statistical results (e.g. correlation coefficient and significance level) would sharpen its empirical rigor for scholarly audiences. A minor deletion: the phrase “employing descriptive-correlational research design” could be shortened to “using a correlational design” for brevity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes — the manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, ethical adherence, and clear reporting of quantitative data. The research design, sampling procedures, statistical tests, and interpretations are coherent and align with best practices in educational and applied linguistics research. The theoretical framing (interdependence hypothesis, output hypothesis, communicative competence theory) is well-situated, and the conclusions are reasonably drawn from the presented data. No critical errors were noted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally current and relevant, with several entries from 2023 and 2024, which is commendable. However, I would recommend adding one or two regionally significant works on Philippine ELT practices or ASEAN language education policy frameworks to better contextualize findings in a Southeast Asian perspective.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is clear, accessible, and appropriate for scholarly communication. The academic tone is well-maintained, and technical terminology is accurately used. Some minor redundancies and passive constructions could be streamlined to improve pacing and stylistic elegance, but overall, the language quality is high and publication-ready after light copyediting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a commendable and well-executed study that offers both empirical insights and actionable recommendations for improving English language pedagogy in secondary education. Its ethical rigor, methodological clarity, and balanced conclusions position it as a valuable contribution to language education scholarship. I would encourage the authors to consider expanding their conceptual discussion in a follow-up study, exploring how digital learning tools and multilingual classroom dynamics might further mediate the receptive–productive skills relationship.
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