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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. 
 

The article certainly holds importance as it integrates cognitive psychology with educational techniques 
and provides some insights to improve vocabulary acquisition. It offers new approach to enhance 
language learning which needs further investigation in personalised learning experience.  

 

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

 

The title is suitable; however some clarification (use of acronyms SR and SpR) can make it more 
accessible to wider audience. In my opinion title’ Enhancing Second Language Vocabulary Acquisition 
through Self-Regulation, Spaced Repetition, and Cognitive Load Management Strategies’ can be more 
effective.  

 

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 is good; however it lacks information about research methodology used for the research. Likewise, 
information about participants as well as brief mention of findings and analysis are also lacking.   

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Manuscript should logically organised and giving citations in discussion and analysis can be avoided.   

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

References are more than enough and some of them are redundant.   
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Language is good but lacks research approach.    

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Introduction is good and leads to the need the present research.  
2. Section of literature review is too long and needs to be arranged systematically and should end 

underscoring the research gap.  
3. The section of research methodology lacks following information 

A. Background information of participants such as age, gender, number of participants, 
educational background and data collection method.  

B. The place of the research is not mentioned.  
4. Findings and analysis should be specifically discussed for interviews and coding and 

organising…… 
5. Strategies can be discussed separately as there is no need to club it with findings and analysis.  

 

 
PART  2:  

 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. 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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