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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.


	This paper is related to the field of educational technology and language learning by using social media like Facebook to improve English language proficiency among higher secondary students in Bangladesh. This paper shows the effect of using social media for learning a new language like English and uses a big sample to check it. The findings show both the potential and challenges of using Facebook for language learning that is good for policymakers and pedagogical practices. This paper also fills the gap about the underrepresented educational setting in south Asia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title completely covers the platform that was used, the objective of the study, the target population and also the context of the study. However, it has some grammatical and stylistic issues. It is better to change the investigated word and use other words, such as using exploring. The writer can also omit the proficiency word here. Skill is enough here.
	

	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 can cover context and rationale, objective, methodology, key findings and implications. However, it needs some revisions. 

· There are some unclear expressions like positive attitude or can be a valuable resource.
· The abstract ends with abroad and a general sentence and does not mention which language skills improved or how.

· There is no mention of challenges, while in the paper, the writer wrote about them in detail.

· It has minor grammar issues, too.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is largely scientifically correct in terms of research design, data collection, and interpretation. It uses a mixed method design and also a large sample. In data analysis it uses descriptive statistics and also cross-tabulations. It also uses thematic analysis for open-ended questions. The findings are completely related to the questions. Also, the discussion part links findings to relevant literature and identifies both the strengths and limitations of using Facebook as a learning tool. However, something needs to improve:
· There are some terminological and grammatical issues like ‘among them 23 questions were to analyzed’ it is non academic or grammatically incorrect.

· Use formal phrases instead of ‘the biggest challenge is the fear.’

· If the paper use hypothesis I think make it more academic.

· In statistical analysis, the writer did not write the way of inferential statistics like regression, t-test or ANOVA.

· The questionnaire is completely described, but the researcher did not mention of reliability and validity of it.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and provide a good background for this study. However, the researcher can use new references and also current research in digital learning and EFL pedagogy. Furthermore, studies on social media-assisted language learning or learner engagement through online platforms.
	

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


	This manuscript needs professional English language editing to be standard od scholarly publication. It needs to improve:
· Check the grammatical errors, specially subject-ver agreement or using incorrect prepositions

· Some sentences are long or awkward

· Some expressions are redundant or informal

· Using repetitive basic vocabulary like ‘good’,’ bad’, or ‘ very important.’

· There is no terminology consistency. Terms like ‘writing in Facebook’ or ‘using English in Facebook’ should be correct to ‘on Facebook’.

· The word ‘Englash’ is used instead of ‘English.’
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommended the following:
· The whole language needs revision.

· Use more recent references and relevant ones.

· Clarification and polishing of the abstract and title to be standard

· Adding inferential statistic analysis or validity checks for the instrument
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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