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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 tackles a question that many language teachers and researchers continue to grapple with: how best to teach grammar in EFL/ESL classrooms. By bringing together theoretical discussion and classroom-based perspectives, the study offers a thoughtful comparison of deductive and inductive approaches that reflects real teaching conditions. Its balanced stance, which avoids favoring one method over the other, makes the paper especially useful for practitioners and teacher educators who must adapt their methods to different learners and contexts. In this sense, the manuscript contributes to the scientific community by linking research on grammar pedagogy with practical decision-making in everyday classroom practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable, as it clearly reflects the main focus of the study and accurately signals the comparison between deductive and inductive methods in grammar pedagogy. It is concise, informative, and aligned with the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the topic, purpose, and main conclusions of the study. It successfully outlines the focus on deductive and inductive grammar teaching methods and highlights the study’s main pedagogical implications. However, the abstract could be strengthened by briefly clarifying the research design, including the data sources (e.g., classroom observations and teacher perspectives) and the educational contexts involved. Additionally, minor editing for conciseness and clarity would help improve readability and avoid repetition
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and draws on well-established theories and literature in grammar pedagogy. The distinction between deductive and inductive approaches is explained accurately, and the discussion is supported by relevant scholarly sources. That said, the paper would benefit from clearer information about the research procedures, particularly how the data were gathered and analyzed. Providing this detail would strengthen the scientific clarity of the study and help readers better understand how the conclusions were reached
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and draws on well-established theories and literature in grammar pedagogy. The distinction between deductive and inductive approaches is explained accurately and supported by relevant scholarly sources. As the study is literature-based, its scientific strength depends on the clarity and transparency of how sources were selected, organized, and synthesized. Providing a brief explanation of the criteria or framework guiding the literature review would further strengthen the academic rigor of the paper
	

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


	The overall quality of English is generally understandable, and the authors’ ideas are clearly communicated in most parts of the manuscript. However, there are recurring issues related to grammar, sentence structure, and academic style that occasionally affect clarity. For example, the sentence “A balanced, flexible, and learner-centered integration of inductive and deductive techniques should be adapted to proficiency level, learning objectives, and classroom context can lead to more effective and sustainable grammar instruction in modern EFL/ESL classrooms” is grammatically awkward and could be revised for smoother flow. Similarly, the sentence “As learners often face difficulties related to limited exposure, language interference, and inappropriate strategy they use” is incomplete and requires restructuring. Careful language editing and proofreading would help improve readability, coherence, and the overall scholarly tone of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-intentioned and relevant paper that engages with an issue many language teachers continue to face in their daily practice. The comparison between deductive and inductive grammar teaching is clearly informed by the literature and offers useful reflections for classroom application. To strengthen the manuscript further, the authors may consider improving the organization of the literature review and refining the language for greater clarity and flow. With these revisions, the paper could become a more polished and impactful contribution to discussions on grammar pedagogy in EFL contexts.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
	

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

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected in this manuscript.
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