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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 is crucial for the scientific community as it provides empirical insights into Saudi EFL students' perceptions of AI tools for vocabulary learning, addressing a gap in context-specific research within the Middle East amid the rapid adoption of AI in education aligned with Saudi Vision 2030. Grounded in TAM and CLT, it contributes to understanding how AI influences cognitive load and acceptance, offering practical implications for optimizing vocabulary acquisition in EFL settings through personalized, multimodal approaches. Furthermore, the mixed-methods design reveals nuanced factors like overreliance fears and institutional ambiguities, informing global discussions on ethical AI integration and policy development in language education. Overall, it advances the literature on technology-enhanced learning, particularly in non-Western contexts, and supports evidence-based strategies to mitigate challenges like information overload for equitable educational outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly reflects the study's focus on perceptions and AI in vocabulary learning. However, it could be refined for specificity to the Saudi EFL context. Suggested alternative title: "Saudi EFL Preparatory-Year Students’ Perceptions of AI Tools for Vocabulary Learning: Insights from TAM and CLT."
	

	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, succinctly covering the background, theoretical frameworks, methodology, key findings, and implications. It effectively highlights quantitative positives and qualitative concerns. Suggestions: Add the sample gender specificity (female students) and study location (Saudi preparatory year) for contextual clarity; delete or condense the repetitive emphasis on "perceptions" to improve flow without losing essence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, employing an explanatory sequential mixed-methods design that aligns with the objectives, integrating TAM and CLT to analyze perceptions and cognitive load effectively. Quantitative data (survey, n=165) and qualitative insights (interviews) are appropriately analyzed with descriptive statistics and thematic coding, yielding logical conclusions on AI's benefits and challenges. However, limitations include the female-only sample potentially biasing generalizability, lack of long-term retention assessment, and no explicit reliability/validity metrics for the survey (e.g., Cronbach's alpha); addressing these with triangulation or pilot testing details would enhance rigor, but they do not undermine the core validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and highly recent (predominantly 2023–2025), with a strong focus on AI in EFL, TAM/CLT applications, and Saudi contexts, providing a robust foundation.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communications, with clear, formal prose and logical structure that effectively conveys complex concepts. Minor issues include occasional awkward phrasing (e.g., "In Saudi Arabia there is a growing interest" could be "Saudi Arabia exhibits growing interest") and inconsistent formatting (e.g., citation styles), but these do not impede understanding; a proofreading for grammar and flow would enhance polish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript offers timely, context-specific contributions to AI in EFL vocabulary learning, with strong methodological integration of TAM and CLT. Strengths include detailed qualitative themes and practical recommendations for institutions. However, including effect sizes in quantitative results would add depth. Visual aids like a TAM/CLT model diagram could improve clarity. Overall, it merits publication with revisions for broader generalizability and methodological transparency.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent. The study involves human participants (students), but it adheres to research ethics with implied informed consent and anonymity in surveys/interviews. However, explicitly stating IRB approval or ethical clearance from the university would confirm compliance.
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