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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 manuscript is necessary in view of the AI-based tutors on student engagement, motivation, and achievement in AI-assisted language learning. It is of great importance for education stakeholders, since it seeks to describe students’ experiences with AI tutors, analyse how AI features influence language proficiency, and identify the role of these tools in sustaining long-term motivation among learners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “UNLOCKING LANGUAGE MASTERY: STUDENT EXPERIENCES WITH AI-POWERED TUTORS IN PERSONALIZED LEARNING” is clear and informative.  However, it could be refined for better readability and impact. Here are some alternative suggestions:
“Exploring Student Perspectives on AI-Powered Tutoring: Pathways to Language Mastery in Personalised Learning Environments.”


	

	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 was well-organised and presented; however, the findings of the study need some review as the author(s) only showed an aspect of the work done in the presentation of the results, whereas the abstract should give a summary of what (data) was obtained in the study. Therefore, this must be reviewed appropriately by showing all the positive results
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To a large extent, the manuscript is correct based on the result and the aim of the author (s). The target was to examine the effects of AI-based tutors on student engagement, motivation, and achievement in AI-assisted language learning.

However, the study could find out about the impact of AI on students' vocabulary acquisition. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references were recent, ensuring up-to-date literature, and all citations have been referenced accordingly, whereas others are outdated.
Some of the ideas, statements, and paragraphs were not acknowledged. Therefore, they must be reviewed, provide the appropriate source (s) citations and references.   

Second, look at the indentation of the references. Suggest that we use the short name (s) to guide the indentation. 

References are not in 7th or 6th APA style format.

Suggest that the DOI for all referenced journals should be provided.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Note: No literature reviews have been reviewed and captured.

Literature reviews should be aligned with the research questions to ensure robust and scholarly work is done.

Author (s) should ensure all citations and references follow a consistent format (Example, 7th APA style).

The organisation of the manuscript should be well organised, making sure ideas, and arguments flow logically with understanding.

Author (s) should ensure that the numbering assigned to headings and subheadings is consistent.
Minor grammatical errors and typographical issues should be corrected. 

The results and Discussion were not in detail. More ideas should be added.

Provide a short description about: Fig.1.Moustakas 1994 Model

The author (s) should summarise the literature review and state clearly how they are related to the study and gaps are filled in the study.

Author (s) should clearly define and present the statement of the problem. The author(s) should just summarise the literature review and state how they are related to and gaps are filled in the study. Author(s) should also note that there should be no citation in the statement of the problem as found in this paper.
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