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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.


	By examining the relationship between students’ vocabulary knowledge in the university and collaborative learning, this manuscript gives insightful significance to the language teaching field. The findings of this research will be deepened by applying a mixed-methods research design that enables a comprehension of quantitative and qualitative data. Reminding them that vocabulary acquisition is still a challenge for EFL learners. Therefore, this study is especially relevant. The integration of social, cognitive, and humanistic theories provides the foundation to create pedagogical innovation in the future. 

Could the author reveal how they believe their findings might inform future policy or classroom implementation at the national or institutional level?
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The study's theme is illustrated in the current title, which could potentially be slightly improved for clarity and appeal internationally. The author may consider the suggested alternative title: A Mixed-Methods Investigation into the Effects of Collaborative Learning on Vocabulary Acquisition at a Local Philippine College", or would the authors think about changing the title to make the study's methods and scope more clear, particularly to readers from other countries?


	

	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 goal, methodology, and most significant findings of the study are all clearly stated in the abstract.  But it could be reinforced by elucidating the statistical significance of the relationship between vocabulary knowledge and collaborative learning. For context, the location of the research (the Philippines) must be added, and some repetitive language is being refined.
To improve the clarity and comprehensiveness of the report, would the authors think about rewriting the abstract to add statistical significance levels and local context?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It looks like a meticulously planned and methodologically good study. The qualitative themes enhance the comprehension of quantitative results. Then, the mixed-methods approach is suitable. But this manuscript needs further information, such as validation of instruments (reliability coefficients, for example), certain statistical findings (e.g., p-values, Pearson r-values), and methods for qualitative analysis coding.

Could the authors elaborate on the reliability measures of the survey and the process of coding themes from qualitative data in the methods section or appendix?


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is wonderful that the document mentions so many current and pertinent sources. Nonetheless, some enhancements are recommended. Make sure that every reference has the same citation style. Peer-reviewed sources should be used whenever possible to replace non-peer-reviewed ones (such as online articles). Consider including very influential publications on vocabulary learning techniques (e.g., Stahl & Nagy, 2007; Nation and Coxhead, 2013, Nation, 2005; Carter et al., 2014).

In order to maintain consistency and perhaps add a few more fundamental research on language learning, would the authors be willing to check their references?
	

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


	Although the work is generally comprehensible, it has to be edited for language to satisfy the requirements for scholarly publishing. Particular problems include grammatical irregularities, sentence patterns that are repeated, and usage of colloquial language and casual idioms.
To enhance the readability of manuscript and conformity to academic English standards, might the author think about using a professional language reviewer?
	

	Optional/General comments


	This work is cutting-edge and relevant, particularly in multilingual EFL settings. Teachers and curriculum designers can use the findings practically. Changes to the abstract, title, phrasing, and methodological clarity will greatly improve the manuscript.

In a revised version, are there any issues or restrictions the authors would like to draw attention to more, especially with regard to the findings' adaptability?

Particularly for the EFL and language education communities, the subject is current and pertinent. For data triangulation, the mixed-methods approach offers a strong basis. Standards of ethics are maintained. Therefore, the manuscript has theoretical underpinnings, well-developed ideas, and useful implications.

This manuscript requires improvement:

1. English and language quality need to be improved for academic tone and clarity.

2. Critical information is missing from methodological reporting (e.g., statistical values, coding techniques, instrument reliability).

3. For accuracy and international readability, the abstract and title need to be improved.

4. Some references require formatting consistency or update.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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