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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 paper is important to the scholarly community because it applies Communicative Language Teaching ideas to the understudied sociolinguistic environment of Timor-Leste. It fills an empirical gap by collecting data on Portuguese language education in a multilingual developing country, questions universal language learning assumptions, and evaluates the generalizability of communicative approaches. The findings provide evidence-based data for policymakers and educators to improve teacher training and resource allocation, while also promoting comparative study in similar postcolonial situations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article titled "A Correlational Study on Communicative Teaching Methods and Students' Oral Performance in Portuguese Language Classes in Timor-Leste Schools" effectively outlines its core components, including the study type, key variables (Communicative Teaching Methods and Students' Oral Performance), context (Portuguese Language Classes), and location (Timor-Leste Schools). While the title is compelling, more short choices are "Communicative Teaching Methods and Oral Performance in Timor-Leste Portuguese Classes: A Correlational Study" and "Correlating Communicative Methods with Oral Performance in Timorese Portuguese Language Education." These ideas provide stylistic differences without suggesting changes to the text.


	

	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 addresses all five major questions, what is your paper about? Why is it? How did you do it? What did you find? Why are your findings important? However, it may benefit from a more detailed explanation of the population research. Here are some suggestions for improving clarity and scholarly tone: 1. Accurate introductory statement: Replace "vital" with a basic premise on the value of communication strategies in Portuguese classrooms. 2. Clarify the term "primary education" to indicate that the research includes children in grades 7th to 9th, which are normally classified as middle/junior high. 3. Streamline methodology to increase flow, shorten the language used to describe data gathering and processing. 4. Improve sampling description: Instead of just mentioning the formula includes the sampling strategy utilized (for example, stratified random sampling). 5. Identify the correlation strength accurately: In statistics, an r value of 0.593 is often described as a moderate to strong positive correlation, rather than merely "sufficient." Using standard statistical descriptors adds more weight.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically valid correlation study in its design, execution and interpretation of statistical results.
	

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

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


	The text conveys scientific content effectively but requires proofreading to enhance its professionalism. Issues include conversational phrasing, such as "sufficient relationship" instead of "moderate-to-strong correlation," and informal tone in claims, like the need for improved communication teaching methods. Minor edits suggest adding missing articles for grammatical precision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	


Reviewer details:

E. MADHAVI, GOKARAJU RANGARAJU INSTITUTE OF ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY, INDIA
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

