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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 addresses a highly relevant and practical issue in the field of English language education, particularly in ESL contexts where learners’ speaking proficiency often lags behind other skills. The study’s focus on young learners in Bhutan provides valuable insights into language acquisition in multilingual and culturally diverse environments. By employing action research and integrating authentic speaking activities such as guided speech and TED Talk observation, the paper contributes meaningful pedagogical strategies for improving oral communication. The findings have practical implications for teachers, curriculum developers, and policymakers aiming to strengthen communicative competence among ESL learners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, relevant, and informative. It reflects the core focus of the research—enhancing English speaking skills among ESL learners. However, I recommend a slight refinement for academic precision and readability.
Suggested alternative title:
“Enhancing English Speaking Skills through Action Research: A Study of Grade 3 ESL Learners in Bhutan.”
This revised version adds methodological and contextual specificity, which will make the study more discoverable and appealing to academic readers.


	

	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 provides a clear overview of the research context, problem, methodology, and findings. However, it could be strengthened by including a clearer statement of the research design (i.e., action research) at the beginning and specifying the nature of the intervention strategies. The abstract should also avoid repetition (e.g., “findings revealed…” appears twice) and provide exact quantitative details (such as the number of participants and the exact improvement rate). I suggest tightening the abstract to include:

· a brief background,

· the research question,

· methodology (action research, qualitative and quantitative data),

· key results (20% improvement, etc.), and

· a concluding implication for teaching practice.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of purpose, methodology, and data analysis. The use of collaborative action research is appropriate for addressing classroom-based pedagogical challenges. Data collection through pre- and post-test rubrics, student interviews, and triangulation ensures validity and reliability. The results are logically presented, and the discussion effectively connects findings to the literature. However, I recommend the following improvements for scientific rigor:

· Clarify the sample size (in some sections it mentions 32 students, in others 36).

· Expand slightly on the limitations and future research directions to position the study within broader ESL scholarship.

Overall, the methodology is well-applied and suitable for the aims of the paper.


	

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

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a solid command of English, and the tone is generally academic and appropriate for scholarly communication. However, there are several areas where the writing can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and grammatical precision. Occasional sentence-level errors (e.g., tense inconsistency, missing articles, and redundancy) slightly affect readability. A careful round of professional proofreading is recommended to enhance overall flow and consistency.

Examples of minor language corrections:

· Replace “there are multiple factors that hinders” with “there are multiple factors that hinder.”
· Replace “children being from various backgrounds has hindered” with “children’s diverse backgrounds have hindered.”
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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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