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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides empirical evidence on the short-term effects of ChatGPT-assisted instruction in improving professional email writing, a workplace-oriented genre that has received limited research attention at the senior high school level. By situating the study within the English for Academic and Professional Purposes (EAPP) framework, it helps bridge the gap between academic writing instruction and real-world communication demands. The findings contribute to ongoing scholarly discussions on the pedagogically responsible and ethical integration of artificial intelligence in language education. Moreover, the study offers practical insights for educators and curriculum designers seeking evidence-based approaches to enhance students’ readiness for academic and professional communication in AI-supported learning environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the focus of the study, identifies ChatGPT-assisted instruction as the key intervention, specifies professional email writing as the main outcome, and accurately indicates the target population and short-term nature of the research. The title is precise, informative, and appropriate for scholarly publication; therefore, no alternative title is necessary
	

	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 and clearly summarizes the purpose, methodology, participants, data analysis procedures, and key findings of the study. It effectively highlights the significance of the results and their implications for AI-assisted writing instruction. No major additions or deletions are required. However, a brief mention of the educational context (EAPP) could further strengthen clarity for readers unfamiliar with the curriculum framework.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, data collection procedures, statistical analyses, and interpretation of results are appropriate and clearly explained. The use of a quasi-experimental pretest–posttest design aligns with the study’s objectives, and the statistical methods employed are suitable for examining short-term instructional effects. The conclusions are supported by the data presented.
	

	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, relevant, and up-to-date. The manuscript cites recent peer-reviewed studies and authoritative sources related to AI-assisted writing, EFL/EAPP instruction, and professional communication. The literature adequately situates the study within current research trends. No additional references are required at this stage.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, well-structured, and uses formal academic English throughout. Terminology is used consistently, and arguments are presented coherently
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized and makes a meaningful contribution to research on AI-supported writing instruction. The discussion effectively links the findings to existing literature, and the pedagogical implications are clearly articulated. The study is recommended for publication following minor revisions, if deemed necessary by the editorial board.
Although the manuscript is of high quality, a few minor refinements may further enhance clarity and presentation:

1. Abstract clarity – A brief mention of the instructional context (English for Academic and Professional Purposes – EAPP) in the abstract would help readers immediately situate the study within its curricular framework.

2. Methodological transparency – A short clarification on the duration and specific activities of the ChatGPT-assisted instructional intervention (e.g., number of sessions or class periods) would improve replicability.

3. Tables and formatting – Minor formatting adjustments in tables (e.g., consistent alignment of headings, clearer labeling of scales) could improve readability.

4. Language polishing – While the English is generally strong, light copy-editing for sentence conciseness and avoidance of repetition in the Results and Discussion sections may enhance flow.

5. Limitations section – The limitations are clearly stated, but briefly emphasizing how these limitations inform future research directions could strengthen the scholarly contribution.

These refinements are minor and do not affect the scientific validity or overall contribution of the manuscript.
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