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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 provides important insights into the professional development of primary school English teachers in Tunisia, a context that has received limited scholarly attention. By examining teachers’ perceptions of training programs, it highlights both the opportunities and challenges of implementing effective professional development in TEYL settings. The study contributes to international discussions on language education by linking policy reforms with classroom practice and offering implications for teacher training worldwide. Its findings are relevant not only for the Tunisian context but also for broader debates on improving teacher quality and sustaining educational innovation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title, “Working with Young Learners in Tunisia: Assessing the Impact of the Training Program on Primary School English Teachers’ Professional Development”, is informative but somewhat lengthy and uses generic phrasing that may reduce its appeal for an academic readership. While it captures the study’s focus, the wording could be streamlined to enhance clarity and international relevance. A more concise title such as “Teaching English to Young Learners in Tunisia: Teachers’ Perspectives on Training and Professional Development” or “Evaluating Professional Development Programs for Primary School English Teachers in Tunisia” would retain the original emphasis while presenting the contribution in a sharper, more scholarly style. This revised version highlights both the context and the core themes, making it more suitable for journal publication.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, but it could be improved by being more concise and by including certain missing elements. While it effectively establishes the context, purpose, and participant sample, it does not clearly highlight the methodology, the specific types of challenges teachers face, or the practical implications of the findings. To strengthen it, I suggest briefly stating the research design (questionnaire-based), summarizing the key findings more explicitly (teachers’ mixed satisfaction and challenges, linguistic, pedagogical, and cultural), and ending with a sentence on the broader relevance of the study for teacher training and educational policy. This would make the abstract sharper, more balanced, and more appealing to an academic audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with a clear research question, appropriate methodology, and findings that align with the evidence presented. Minor improvements could be made by providing more detail on the questionnaire design and linking the discussion more strongly to international research, but overall the study is methodologically sound and credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but rely heavily on older sources, with limited coverage of recent research (post-2016). Adding more up-to-date studies on teacher professional development and TEYL, such as Copland & Garton (2020) or Banegas & Consoli (2021), would strengthen the manuscript’s currency and international relevance.
	

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

	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable, making it suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sections are wordy and could be made more concise, and occasional grammatical or stylistic inconsistencies slightly affect readability. With minor editing for clarity, conciseness, and flow, the English quality will fully meet academic publishing standards.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript explores an important and under-researched area, offering valuable insights into teacher professional development in Tunisia. It is well-structured and relevant, though it would benefit from updated references, more methodological detail, and some language tightening for clarity.
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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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