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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 carries substantial significance within the scientific community by presenting empirical evidence that connects affective filters and willingness to communicate with student engagement in oral communication tasks. It is firmly rooted in the well-established Self-Determination Theory (SDT). The study's findings provide actionable insights for educators and policymakers looking to improve language learning outcomes, especially in ESL/EFL settings. Moreover, the research underscores areas for future investigation, such as exploring additional variables to address unexplained variances, thus contributing to ongoing scholarly discussions in educational psychology and language acquisition. Its robust methodology and global applicability position it as a valuable resource for researchers examining motivational and affective factors in diverse learning environments.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript doesn’t clearly state a title, but based on its content, it likely centers on affective filters, willingness to communicate (WTC), and student engagement in oral communication tasks.
A likely title such as "The Influence of Affective Filters and Willingness to Communicate on Engagement in Oral Communication Tasks” is clear and relevant but a bit generic and lacks a distinct hook or context.
	

	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 clearly presents the research gap, method, results, and relevance to Self-Determination Theory (SDT). However, it could be improved by:

· Sharpening the research gap.

· Streamlining methodology to avoid redundancy.

· Adding practical implications for educators.

· Focusing future directions for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript shows strong scientific rigor, but a few aspects need refinement to enhance clarity and transparency.

1. The use of convenience sampling from a single district limits generalizability this should be clearly acknowledged.

2. No mention of factor analysis to support construct validity—clarify if it was conducted or cite prior validation.
3. Phrases like “determined the significance” imply causation—rephrase to reflect correlational nature.
4. Interpreting R² as “influence” may be misleading—add benchmarks (e.g., Cohen’s f²) for context.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Missing key works on affective filters and WTC: Add: MacIntyre & Gregersen (2012), Dewaele & Dewaele (2018).
· Add studies on engagement and tasks: Add: Philp & Duchesne (2016), Lambert et al. (2020)

· Cultural relevance could be stronger: Add: Peng (2019) for multilingual and cultural WTC perspectives.
· Regression method needs better citation: Add: Tabachnick & Fidell (2019) for multivariate statistics.


	

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


	1. Uses correct terminology like "affective filters" and "criterion variable."
2. Follows a logical flow (Introduction → Methods → Results → Discussion).
3. Some sentences are too long or repetitive. Fix: Use shorter, clearer phrases.
4. Occasional subject-verb errors and awkward phrasing. Fix: Use active voice and proper punctuation.
5. Words like “laborious” are unclear in academic writing. Fix: Replace with precise terms like “low participation” or “avoidance behavior.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The topic is timely and relevant, especially for ESL/EFL learning.
2. The study is theoretically strong, based on Self-Determination Theory (SDT).
3. Shows practical value for teachers suggests ways to reduce anxiety and improve engagement.
4. Mentions potential for future qualitative follow-up, adding depth.
5. Methodology is solid – uses regression analysis, has good reliability scores, and a decent sample size (N=303).
6. Literature review is balanced – includes both Philippine and international studies.
7. Theoretical Depth – Mentioning Krashen’s Affective Filter Hypothesis could enrich the discussion.
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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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