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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.


	This manuscript addresses a persistent issue in Tanzanian higher education: the impact of English language errors on undergraduate students' academic writing and overall performance. By focusing on second-year students in two diverse universities, it highlights how linguistic challenges contribute to examination failures, reduced employability, and psychological barriers like low self-confidence, which are critical concerns in English as a medium of instruction contexts. The study contributes to the limited empirical literature on academic writing in Tanzania, offering insights that could inform targeted interventions for improving language proficiency and pedagogical practices. Ultimately, it underscores the need for policy-level changes to enhance educational equity and student outcomes in resource-constrained settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somewhat suitable but grammatically awkward and imprecise (e.g., "The Effect of errors" should be "The Effects of Errors"). It could better emphasize the focus on impacts rather than just "effect."

Suggested Alternative Title: "Impacts of English Language Errors on Academic Writing Among Second-Year Undergraduate Students in Two Tanzanian Universities"
	

	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 basic overview of the purpose, theoretical framework, methodology, findings, and recommendations but lacks specificity on key results (e.g., types of errors or quantified impacts) and the research question. It could be improved by explicitly stating the sample breakdown, data analysis methods, and how the Cognitive Process Theory was applied. Grammatical issues (e.g., "student' job prospects") detract from clarity.


Suggestions:

· Add details on findings, e.g., "Key impacts include examination failures, stagnation in progression, and reduced self-confidence."

· Clarify methodology: "Data from 100 in-depth interviews were thematically analyzed."

· Delete redundant phrases like "This paper discusses" and ensure grammatical accuracy.

· Include the research gap addressed.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is partially scientifically sound, employing a relevant theoretical framework (Cognitive Process Theory) and a qualitative approach suitable for exploring experiences. However, methodological rigor is lacking: the sample size of 100 interviews is unusually large for qualitative research without justification or details on saturation; data analysis methods (e.g., thematic coding) are not described; and findings rely heavily on raw quotes without systematic synthesis or triangulation (e.g., document review is mentioned but not integrated). Claims of causality (e.g., errors directly causing job risks) are overstated without robust evidence. The literature review is dated and lacks critical engagement with recent studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient in scope and recency; many are outdated (e.g., 1981, 1992), with limited focus on recent Tanzanian or African contexts post-2020. While foundational works are included, the list misses key contemporary studies on English errors in higher education.
	

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


	The language quality is inadequate for scholarly publication, with frequent grammatical errors (e.g., "student' job prospects," "be insisted that"), awkward phrasing (e.g., "The general aim of this paper is to discuss"), inconsistencies (e.g., varying capitalization of "academic writing"), and repetitive structures that impair readability. These issues ironically mirror the manuscript's topic, undermining its credibility. Extensive editing is required for clarity, conciseness, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript tackles a relevant topic but requires substantial revisions for methodological transparency, analytical depth, and linguistic polish. The findings section presents quotes effectively but needs thematic organization and linkage to theory. Expand the discussion to compare with regional studies and address limitations (e.g., no student demographics, potential bias in purposive sampling). Ethical considerations, such as informed consent, should be explicitly stated.
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