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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.


	The manuscript discusses the language proficiency gap between regional-medium and English-medium students. It demonstrates that structured, technology-enabled writing instruction can produce statistically significant gains in foundational academic writing skills. The focus on agriculture and horticulture undergraduates also fills a population gap since majority of studies with this premise center on humanities or ESL cohorts. The findings are operationally relevant for institutions investing in digital learning infrastructure and remedial language assistance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be, “Effectiveness of Digital Language Laboratory Intervention on Writing Skills of Regional-Medium Undergraduates” to be more succinct and direct.
	

	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.


	Despite the abstract to be comprehensive and strategically organized using subheadings, the researcher may rework on making it into one cohesive paragraph in following the IMRAD content structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. However, the absence of a comparison/control group limits causal inference; thereby, the researcher may consider reporting it as the design limitation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference uses a wide range of publications; however, majority of it were published beyond 10 years. The researcher may consider adding references that are published in 2020-2025 and will be more about digital inequity or access-gap then about writing development in STEM or professional fields.
	

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


	The manuscript uses generally readable and suitable language for scholarly communication. However, language editing must still be considered since occasional redundancies, grammatical lapses and inconsistencies in phrase appear across sections.
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