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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.


	This manuscript contributes to English language pedagogy by comparatively examining deductive and inductive approaches to grammar teaching in EFL/ESL contexts. By integrating theoretical perspectives with empirical evidence, it bridges theory and classroom practice. The study highlights the importance of a balanced, learner-centered approach to effective grammar instruction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, it is generally suitable. 

The authors, however, should add the specific context of the study. For example (Deductive and Inductive Methods in Grammar Pedagogy: A Comparative Study in EFL Contexts)
	

	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.


	Yes, it is comprehensive enough. 

Anyway the authors are recommended to reduce repetition, improve grammatical accuracy, and enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
The authors are suggested:
· Review and revise spacing, text aligning through the manuscript

· Check and revise both the in-text citation and reference list. (Machila, Sompa, and Muleya (2018) should be Machila et al., 2018)
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	Yes, they are. 

To make it stronger, the authors should add recent studies on:

· Inductive vs. deductive grammar instruction in EFL contexts

· Grammar teaching within communicative and task-based frameworks


	

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


	The English quality of the article hasn’t met the expectation yet. 

It is recommended that the manuscript undergo thorough proofreading or professional language editing to improve clarity, coherence, and academic tone.
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	· Improve sentence conciseness in long paragraphs
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are evident in this manuscript.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are apparent.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Plagiarism is not detected.
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