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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.
	Literature Review: While the authors have cited several key references, the inclusion of more recent studies would enhance the manuscript's relevance in terms of period of the previous studies and find out more to support the paper.
Research methods: The research design appears strong and appropriate for addressing the research questions.
Figures and Tables: Some figures are not seen and might need better labeling or additional explanations in the text for readers to hold their significance fully.
Some parts of paragraph do not have clear citation in terms of number which referring to the references.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title: Adding Target Place (Name of Institution, City, or Country and the title is somewhat broad and lacks specificity regarding the scope of the research.
Teaching English is very broad so please be specific (Reading, Speaking , writing or listening)
	

	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.
	Abstract: Not so clear, it must have the result and be longer than this and add 03 keywords at the end of the abstract to enhance research. Choosing terms that capture the study's primary focus on.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Language efficiency is not clear enough in terms of key terms or grammar structure. Structural logic is not enough, Innovation points is not clear in terms of this topic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not updated and must new references last 5 years, except theories references. Each references must have DOI to support all References.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Overall, this is a strong piece with a lot of possible. With some major revisions, it could be even more effective and look forward to seeing how to develop these ideas further
	

	Optional/General comments
	-Some parts of paragraph do not have clear citation in terms of number which referring to the references
- Adding: Discussion and the interpretation of the results lacks wisdom and could benefit from more comprehensive analysis. The connection between findings and the original research questions is not very clear. The discussion could benefit from a more thorough examination of future research directions for the next researchers can enlarge the Sampling or Population
-Consider expanding on the discussion of specific topic. This could be an opportunity to explore related themes or ideas that may interest your readers.
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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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