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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.

	It provides empirical evidence from a Philippine public school setting, addressing a documented regional research gap and offering contextually grounded insights into learner differences. The findings advance understanding of how personality traits intersect with situational classroom factors in shaping speaking anxiety, which is relevant for both applied linguistics and educational psychology scholarship. Additionally, the study has practical implications for designing differentiated, personality-informed instructional strategies that may improve oral communication outcomes in EFL contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	May be slightly lengthy and could be refined for clarity and concision. A possible alternative title is:
“English-Speaking Anxiety Across MBTI Personality Types: A Descriptive–Comparative Study of Philippine Senior High School Students.”
	

	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.

	It would benefit from adding the sample size directly within the findings section for precision and briefly reporting the statistical significance result (e.g., ANOVA outcome with p-value). Consider reducing descriptive phrasing related to personality labels and focusing more on measurable outcomes and implications. Additionally, a brief concluding statement emphasizing pedagogical implications would strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound. The research design aligns with the stated objectives, and the use of descriptive statistics, ANOVA, and post hoc analysis is appropriate for the comparative framework. The interpretation of results is consistent with the reported statistical findings. However, greater methodological clarity is recommended regarding the justification for using MBTI as a categorical variable, given ongoing debates about its psychometric validity. A brief discussion of effect size and assumptions testing (e.g., homogeneity of variance) would further strengthen the scientific rigor
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript would benefit from incorporating more widely cited foundational and contemporary works on foreign language anxiety and personality in SLA research. Suggested additions include:
Horwitz, E. K., Horwitz, M. B., & Cope, J. (1986). Foreign language classroom anxiety.
Dewaele, J.-M., & MacIntyre, P. D. (2014). The two faces of Janus? Anxiety and enjoyment in foreign language learning.
MacIntyre, P. D., & Gardner, R. C. (1994). The subtle effects of language anxiety on cognitive processing.
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well organized and addresses a relevant educational issue with practical implications. Strengthening the theoretical discussion on personality frameworks and situating MBTI alongside alternative models such as the Big Five would improve conceptual depth. Greater emphasis on pedagogical applications in the discussion section would enhance relevance for practitioners. Expanding the limitations to address cultural and contextual constraints would further refine the study’s scope and interpretability.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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