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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.


	After a brief evaluation, I would like to state that the study is not academically sufficient. The literature review is weak, and the findings are not sufficiently supported or exemplified with relevant literature. Moreover, some questionnaire items address issues outside the scope of the research topic and are not interpreted. In the quantitative section, mean scores and percentages are reported, but they are not discussed or interpreted in sufficient detail.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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 comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the study is presented as a case study and uses classroom observations, teacher reflective accounts, and a student questionnaire, the content of the questionnaire is not described and no reliability analysis has been conducted. The observations are not presented in an experimental or systematic manner, and the teacher reflective accounts are not supported with direct quotations.

In addition, it is stated that thematic analysis was conducted and themes are reported; however, there is no explanation of how these themes were generated or analyzed, nor is there a table presenting them. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is also problematic: some sources cited in the text are missing from the reference list, while some references in the list are not cited in the text.


	

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


	In terms of writing style, the language is generally appropriate for an academic level (although American English and British English are mixed in some parts); however, the study is methodologically weak.
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	Should the criteria provided, the study can be published.
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