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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The article under review offers valuable insight and perspectives, making the particular game a resource in teaching English. It is relevant and clear in its objectives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	However, the Title is apt; the sentence frame could be improved 
Delimitation could be in the title itself.
	

	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 could benefit from a brief introduction that contextualises the skill area requiring intervention and explains the rationale behind it. Additionally, the transition to objectives feels abrupt. Furthermore, the conclusion appears somewhat abrupt, and a more polished ending would enhance the overall construct of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Several concerns need to address.
1. Redundancy: Some paragraphs are repetitive, disrupting the flow of the paper.

2. Objectives: The first objective could be more specific and measurable.

3. Sample size: The sample size appears limited; justification is needed.

4. Methodology:

    - The use of the Wilcoxon signed-rank test should be mentioned in the research design section.

    - The rationale for choosing this test needs a clearer explanation.

    - The mention of Focus Group Discussions (FGD) should be integrated into the research design.

5. Organisation: The paper lacks clear organisation, making it challenging to follow.

6. Qualitative information about the game and themes discussed, which is mentioned, should be mentioned in the introductory session for a clear understanding and organisation of the paper.
7. Language: Some word choices (e.g., "instigate," "astonished") may not be suitable for academic writing.

Recommendations:

- Revise the structure to eliminate redundancy and improve clarity.

- Clarify the research design, including the rationale for the chosen methods and tests.

- Ensure consistency in presenting qualitative and quantitative findings.

- Proofread for language precision and academic tone.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are fewer.
	

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


	The language is clear and understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study has potential, but significant revisions are required to enhance its coherence.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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