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	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.


	As contextual evidence of the application of the Presentation, Practice, and Production (PPP) method in an under-represented EFL environment secondary education in Timor-Leste, this script is crucial for the academic and scientific world. This study complements existing quantitative research on this technique by providing in-depth insights into how teachers and students use PPP-based vocabulary learning in real-life classroom settings. This study employs a qualitative approach, offering in-depth insights into how this method is applied in real classroom practice. This results in English Language Teaching (ELT) scholarships by emphasising how structured instructional stages can help learners build confidence, improve their vocabulary, and develop student-centered learning when resources are limited. Additionally, this research has practical benefits for educators and policymakers, as it provides information on pedagogical decisions and teacher training programmes aimed at improving English vocabulary teaching in similar EFL environments.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	Overall, the title is appropriate. Points that could be improved include terminology accuracy.

The standard term in ELT literature is “Presentation, Practice, Production (PPP)”, not “Produce”. Using “produce” may be considered a technical inaccuracy


	

	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.


	Although the abstract already addresses some important topics, its academic strength is diminished by several crucial features that are either absent, ambiguous, or improperly expressed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript’s goal is generally acceptable from a scientific standpoint. It demonstrates a thorough comprehension of the subject and methodology, but to comply with academic research standards, methodological clarity, conceptual tightening, and increased linguistic precision are needed.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although your manuscript includes some relevant sources, the bibliography seems to lack recent empirical Research on the use of the PPP approach in vocabulary learning, particularly studies published in the last two to three years. Additionally, you need more fundamental SLA theory and Research on vocabulary acquisition from leading academics, not just local or older sources.
	

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


	No, the language is not yet appropriate for academic publication. Although the meaning is usually clear, the manuscript needs significant rewriting because it does not adhere to the linguistic requirements of scholarly journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some problems include inconsistent numbers of study participants, insufficient detail about the data processing procedure, and overly general statements that lack supporting qualitative data. Furthermore, because of frequent grammatical errors, ambiguous phrasing, and repetitive expressions that diminish clarity and academic rigor, the English language does not meet scientific criteria.

The literature review will benefit from more recent and noteworthy references, especially studies that have been published in the previous three to five years, as well as from a deeper engagement with the basic ideas of vocabulary learning. More monitoring of study questions is also required, as is a closer alignment of research goals, techniques, and findings. Overall, this work shows promise and addresses crucial instructional challenges; however, substantial methodological, linguistic, and structural changes are needed to enhance its scientific credibility and readability. 
Relevant subjects in English language instruction are covered in this document. This illustrates a fundamental comprehension of PPP strategies and their potential for vocabulary acquisition, particularly in underrepresented EFL contexts. Teachers and practitioners can benefit pedagogically from this study, which has well-defined research aims. Significant flaws, however, reduced the overall quality. Inconsistent participant reporting, a lack of methodological rigor (particularly in data analysis), a lack of recent and thorough references, and serious problems with academic English and clarity are all examples of this. Even though this research has promise, many adjustments must be made before it meets the requirements for scholarly publishing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Although there aren’t any obvious serious ethical transgressions, ethical reporting might be improved and made clearer. There are no significant ethical transgressions in the book, and the author demonstrates awareness of these issues by obtaining approval from the appropriate educational authorities and honoring the participants’ voluntary participation. However, the ethical section might benefit from unambiguous statements on confidentiality and data protection, as well as more detailed documentation of informed consent procedures, particularly parental consent for student participants. It is also advisable to clarify whether formal institutional ethical approval was obtained or deemed superfluous.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	According to the authors, there are no conflicting financial or non-financial interests associated with this work. There are no obvious conflicts of interest based on the information in the manuscripts.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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