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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 holds significant value for the scientific community as it addresses two critical factors in language acquisition—collaborative learning environments and teacher’s instructional competence—within the context of English language learning among BSED English major students. By employing a robust quantitative design, the study provides empirical evidence on how specific domains such as promotive interaction, individual accountability, classroom management, and student engagement predict language learning outcomes. These insights contribute to the theoretical understanding of language acquisition and offer practical implications for improving teaching methodologies and learning environments. Ultimately, the study supports the development of more effective instructional strategies that can enhance student fluency and academic success in English language education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is largely suitable, as it clearly reflects the focus and variables of the study. However, a few refinements could improve clarity and alignment with academic standards:
Influence of Collaborative Learning and Teacher Instructional Competence on Language Learning Among BSED English Majors
	

	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.


	Clarity and Grammar, Conciseness 
Add a clear background, aim, method, results, and conclusion sequence, like in most standard scientific abstracts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its overall approach, demonstrating a clear research problem, appropriate methodology, and logical interpretation of results. It applies a quantitative multivariate regression analysis, which is suitable for examining the relationship between collaborative learning, teacher instructional competence, and language learning outcomes. The study uses well-defined variables and reliable instruments drawn from validated sources, and the statistical procedures appear correctly applied, with significant relationships identified and supported by relevant literature. However, minor issues with grammar, consistency, and phrasing slightly affect the clarity and academic tone of the manuscript. Additionally, while the conclusions align with the findings, the discussion section could more deeply engage with theoretical implications and contrast findings more critically with existing research. Nonetheless, the manuscript is methodologically rigorous and contributes valid insights into language education research, particularly within the context of BSED English major students.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Additional references
Johnson, D. W., Johnson, R. T., & Smith, K. A. (2014). Cooperative learning: Improving university instruction by basing practice on validated theory. Journal on Excellence in College Teaching.
 Hattie, J. (2012). Visible Learning for Teachers: Maximizing Impact on Learning. (For evidence on classroom management and teacher impact.)

Darling-Hammond, L., Hyler, M. E., & Gardner, M. (2017). Effective Teacher Professional Development. Learning Policy Institute.


	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally understandable but not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication without revision. While the manuscript effectively conveys the research objectives, methods, and findings, it contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, redundancies, and inconsistent academic tone that detract from its professionalism and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a timely and relevant issue in language education by investigating the influence of collaborative learning environments and teacher’s instructional competence on language learning among BSED English major students. The study is well-structured and demonstrates a clear understanding of its objectives, supported by a solid quantitative research design. The use of validated instruments and appropriate statistical techniques (regression analysis) adds rigor to the findings. Moreover, the focus on specific domains such as promotive interaction, individual accountability, and classroom management offers nuanced insights that are both theoretically grounded and practically applicable.

However, to enhance its scholarly quality and impact, the manuscript would benefit from comprehensive language editing to correct grammatical issues and improve academic tone. Additionally, the abstract could be more concise and better structured, and the discussion section could further engage with broader theoretical and pedagogical implications. While the references are largely recent and relevant, the addition of more internationally recognized theoretical works would enrich the study’s academic foundation.

Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to the field of English language education and teacher development and holds promise for publication following language refinement and minor structural revisions.
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