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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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific and educational community by providing empirical evidence on the relationship between personality traits and English-speaking anxiety among senior high school students. By integrating psychological constructs with language learning, the study offers valuable insights into how individual differences influence communication outcomes. The findings support the development of personality-sensitive and learner-centered pedagogical strategies, which can enhance students’ oral proficiency and confidence. Furthermore, the study adds to the limited body of research in this context, offering a foundation for future investigations and practical interventions in language education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 well-structured and sufficiently comprehensive, as it clearly presents the purpose, methodology, key findings, and practical implications of the study. It effectively highlights the research design, sample size, and use of statistical analysis, which strengthens its academic clarity. However, it can be further improved by making it more concise and reducing minor repetition, particularly of key terms like English-speaking anxiety. Including the names of the specific instruments used (such as PIE and FLCAS) and adding key statistical details, such as mean scores or p-values, would enhance its scientific rigor. Additionally, the originality statement can be slightly condensed to make it more direct and impactful. Overall, the abstract is strong, but with minor refinements in brevity and precision, it can become more effective and publication-ready.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. It employs a clear quantitative, descriptive–comparative research design, and the use of statistical tools such as ANOVA to examine differences across personality types is suitable for the stated objectives. The data collection process, sample size, and use of standardized instruments contribute to the credibility and reliability of the findings. The results are logically presented and are supported by relevant literature, which strengthens the overall academic rigor of the study.

However, a few areas could be improved to enhance scientific accuracy. Greater justification of the chosen personality framework (MBTI) would be beneficial, as it has certain limitations in psychological research. Additionally, more emphasis on the validity of the instruments and possible biases in self-reported data would strengthen the methodological discussion. Minor refinement in reporting statistical details (e.g., effect size, confidence intervals) could further improve the robustness of the analysis. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct, but incorporating these refinements would make it more rigorous and impactful.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and provide a good theoretical foundation; however, they are somewhat limited in terms of regency. It is recommended to include more recent studies (2020–2025) on foreign language anxiety and personality in language learning to strengthen the manuscript. Additionally, incorporating research that discusses alternative personality frameworks, such as the Big Five, would enhance the theoretical depth. Overall, the references are adequate but can be improved by adding more current and diverse sources.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with a clear and formal academic tone. The ideas are conveyed effectively, and the overall organization supports readability and coherence. However, minor grammatical errors, occasional awkward phrasing, and some redundancy are present, which may affect the flow of the text. It is recommended to perform careful proofreading and editing, particularly for sentence structure, verb tense consistency, and conciseness. With these minor revisions, the manuscript will meet the standards of high-quality academic writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well-organized and addresses a relevant topic in language learning and educational research. The objectives are clear, and the findings have practical implications for teaching and learning. However, the discussion section could be further strengthened by providing deeper interpretation of the results and linking them more explicitly with existing literature. Additionally, including a brief section on limitations and suggestions for future research would enhance the academic rigor of the study. Minor improvements in formatting, consistency in citation style, and clarity in tables or figures (if any) are also recommended to improve the overall presentation.
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