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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 manuscript addresses a critical educational challenge by demonstrating how digital language laboratories can bridge the writing skills gap for students from regional-medium schools entering English-medium higher education. The study provides robust empirical evidence, with a 68% average reduction in students requiring improvement across five key writing dimensions, validating the effectiveness of structured technology-based interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable and good.
	

	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 clear and well-organized, effectively presenting the study’s purpose, approach, key findings, and conclusions. Its impact can be improved by briefly stating the geographic or institutional context and clarifying that the study adopted a single-group pre-post design. Mentioning 1-2 specific software tools used would strengthen the intervention description. The methodology can be streamlined by summarizing the assessment criteria as “five key writing dimensions,” allowing more space for practical implications. Reframing or omitting the statement regarding the absence of “excellent-level” performance will help maintain a stronger, achievement-focused conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study provides valuable preliminary evidence but should acknowledge these limitations more explicitly and frame conclusions with appropriate caution. The findings support “association” rather than definitive “causation” between the intervention and improvements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list shows adequate coverage with 26 sources, integrating both foundational works and recent studies, including a few from 2024-2025. It effectively addresses areas such as assessment, educational technology, and language laboratories. However, recent empirical research on digital language laboratory interventions is limited, as most related references fall between 2010 and 2017. In addition, key perspectives on second language writing development, technology acceptance in education, and educational equity and linguistic diversity are not sufficiently represented. To further strengthen the theoretical and empirical base, it is suggested to include 4-6 additional recent references (2019-2024) focusing on digital writing interventions and technology-enhanced language learning, particularly studies on automated feedback, formative assessment, and writing theory.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
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