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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 important to the scientific community because it adds empirical evidence on the development of communication, creative thinking, and critical thinking among high school English learners, particularly within the Indian educational context where such evidence remains limited. The study contributes to the growing body of research on life skills education by showing that these competencies can be meaningfully examined in English language classrooms and linked to learner-centered instructional practices. Its findings are relevant not only to researchers, but also to educators, curriculum planners, and policymakers seeking to strengthen twenty-first-century skills through classroom teaching. Overall, the manuscript helps advance scholarly understanding of how English language education can support both academic learning and the holistic development of students
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Development of Life Skills among High School English Learners: A Survey Study,” is generally suitable because it reflects the central constructs, the target population, and the overall research design. It is clear and relevant to the manuscript’s stated focus on communication, creative thinking, and critical thinking among high school English learners.
	

	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 adequate and includes the purpose, sample, method, analysis, key findings, and implications of the study. However, it would benefit from a brief statement of the research gap, a more explicit presentation of the main quantitative result, and one sentence acknowledging the study’s limited geographical scope and self-report nature. Minor condensation of repetitive phrasing would further improve clarity and precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its basic survey design and uses an appropriate quantitative approach for examining students’ perceived life skills. The instrument shows acceptable internal consistency, and the results are presented in a clear descriptive form. However, the paper needs methodological refinement, particularly in aligning the objectives, hypotheses, and statistical tests, and in providing a stronger justification for the use of the one-sample t-test with a test value of 3.00. Clarification of the sampling procedure and a more explicit discussion of validity and practical significance would
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is moderately adequate but requires improvement. It contains both foundational and recent sources; however, the balance should be strengthened by including more recent peer-reviewed empirical studies, especially from 2020 onward, on life skills development, twenty-first-century skills, critical thinking, creativity, and English language pedagogy at the secondary-school level. The authors should also carefully revise the reference list for consistency, relevance, and accuracy, as some entries appear outdated, unevenly formatted, or only indirectly related to the topic. Additional recent studies on questionnaire validation and on life skills assessment in school and language-learning contexts would further strengthen the manuscript. 

	

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


	The language of the manuscript is understandable, but it requires substantial editing before it can be considered fully suitable for scholarly communication. The paper contains frequent grammatical, syntactic, and stylistic problems, including awkward sentence construction, repetition, punctuation issues, and inconsistency in academic expression. A thorough English-language revision by a proficient academic editor is strongly recommended to improve clarity, coherence, and overall scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant educational issue and has practical value. However, it needs clearer methodological justification, stronger ethical reporting, and careful language editing before publication.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes, there are ethical reporting concerns. The study involves school students, but the manuscript does not clearly state ethics approval, parental consent, student assent, or confidentiality procedures. 
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