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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.


	The findings provide insights into learner attitudes, usage patterns, and the challenges they face, which can inform educators, policymakers, and curriculum developers. Furthermore, this study contributes to bridging a gap in the literature by focusing on secondary-level students rather than the more commonly studied university populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	-The current title is informative but overly long and could be improved for clarity and conciseness.
	

	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.
	-Instead of stating “23 questions were to analyzed,” clarify to "23 out of 26 questions were analyzed."current title is informative but overly long and could be improved for clarity and conciseness.

-Briefly mention the specific areas of language proficiency (e.g., vocabulary, grammar) that showed improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its design and analysis, especially the mixed-method approach that combines qualitative and quantitative data. The sampling method and use of SPSS for quantitative analysis are appropriate. However:

-The questionnaire could benefit from validation and a pilot test, which wasn’t mentioned.

-Results should be more critically discussed in relation to the literature.

-Grammar and phrasing errors occasionally obscure meaning, which slightly affects scientific clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include both foundational studies and recent sources (up to 2024), which is commendable
	

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


	The manuscript needs moderate revision for language and style to meet scholarly communication standards. Common issues include:

-Redundant or awkward phrasing.

-Subject-verb agreement errors.

-Misuse of transitional phrases. Professional editing is recommended to enhance clarity and academic tone.
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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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