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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 tackles a highly timely and significant issue in applied linguistics and educational technology by investigating the pedagogical integration of AI-powered chatbots in EFL speaking development. By providing qualitative insights from the underrepresented Saudi EFL context, it generates valuable empirical evidence on learners’ lived experiences, addressing a gap in the predominantly quantitative literature on AI-assisted language learning. The study highlights critical factors such as curriculum alignment and feedback calibration, offering practical implications for educators, curriculum designers, and AI developers. Collectively, these findings advance understanding of how AI tools can be effectively embedded in language education, bridging the divide between technological innovation and pedagogical practice on a global scale.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested alternative title:
Saudi EFL Learners’ Perceptions of AI Chatbots for Speaking Development: A Qualitative Study of ELSA Speak

Overall, the existing title is appropriate, but a slightly more concise version would enhance its academic impact.


	

	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 effectively introduces a timely and significant topic in AI-assisted EFL learning, clearly outlining the study’s purpose, context, participants, methodology, and key findings. It highlights both the benefits (fluency and pronunciation improvement) and challenges (curriculum misalignment and feedback complexity) of AI chatbot use, providing readers with a comprehensive overview of the study’s contributions. The inclusion of specific thematic results strengthens the abstract’s clarity and demonstrates the empirical relevance of the research. Additionally, the abstract situates the study within a broader pedagogical and technological context, which enhances its significance for both educators and AI developers.

Suggestions for Improvement:
1. Conciseness and Readability: Several sentences are long and could be split or rephrased to improve clarity and reader comprehension.

2. Focus on Core Findings: While detailed, the description of themes could be slightly condensed to emphasize the most critical insights without overwhelming the reader.

3. Clarify Practical Implications: The concluding sentence could be reworded to make the recommendations for curriculum alignment and learner-level calibration more concise and impactful.

4. Keyword Optimization: Some keywords overlap conceptually (e.g., “AI Chatbots” and “ELSA Speak”; “Fluency Development” and “Speaking Proficiency”). Streamlining these could enhance indexing and discoverability.

5. Ethical/Methodological Transparency: While methodology is described, briefly stating ethical adherence or consent procedures could strengthen completeness, especially for human-participant research.

Overall Assessment: The abstract is strong, informative, and relevant to the field of AI-assisted language learning. With minor refinements in clarity, conciseness, and keyword optimization, it would be fully publication-ready.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript has strong scientific validity and is methodologically well-suited for a qualitative study. The research design, the way data was gathered through semi-structured interviews, and the use of thematic analysis all work together neatly and directly address the research questions.

However, the study could be even better if the coding process was explained more clearly and if the researcher's own perspective was discussed more openly. Also, some of the interpretations in the discussion section could be a bit more cautious to avoid making claims that are too broad. Overall, the study is scientifically sound, but it would benefit from a few small refinements to enhance methodological openness and analytical precision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent, with many citations from 2023–2025. Key studies on AI chatbots, EFL speaking skills, pronunciation, fluency, and learner perceptions are well represented. The reference list demonstrates engagement with current research in AI-assisted language learning and context-specific studies in Saudi Arabia.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. Sentences are mostly clear, and technical terms are used appropriately, making the study understandable to an academic audience.

However, some sentences are long, wordy, or slightly awkward, which affects readability. Minor grammatical inconsistencies, redundancies, and occasional informal phrasing (e.g., “we undertook”) should be corrected. Overall, the manuscript would benefit from professional language editing to ensure a polished, concise, and fully academic style.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Optional/General Comments:

This manuscript addresses a timely and significant topic by examining the use of AI chatbots for EFL speaking development in the underrepresented Saudi context. The qualitative approach provides rich, context-specific insights that complement the predominantly quantitative literature. The study’s identification of practical challenges, such as curriculum misalignment and feedback overload, offers valuable implications for educators, curriculum designers, and AI developers.

To further enhance the manuscript, the authors could:

· Refine the title and abstract for greater clarity and impact.

· Strengthen the theoretical framework with references to communicative competence, sociocultural theory, and CALL.

· Clarify coding procedures and reflect on researcher positionality for methodological transparency.

· Moderate interpretations given the small, perception-based sample.

· Undertake professional language editing to ensure clarity and scholarly tone.

Overall, the study makes a meaningful contribution to AI-assisted language learning research and, with minor revisions, is suitable for publication.
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