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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 significant for the scientific community as it bridges the gap between language education, ecolinguistics, and cultural preservation, offering an innovative framework for integrating ecological and cultural values into Indonesian language learning. By highlighting the Langkat Malay context, it provides empirical data on how modernisation and environmental change influence language vitality and vocabulary retention. The study’s emphasis on developing a Malay ecolinguistics-based learning model contributes to broader discussions on sustainable linguistic education and regional language revitalisation. Moreover, it serves as a replicable model for other multilingual and multicultural settings seeking to align language pedagogy with ecological and cultural sustainability goals
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title: Integrating Langkat Malay Ecolinguistics into Indonesian Language Learning: An Analysis of Vocabulary Mastery and Student Perceptions is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the study’s dual focus on ecolinguistics and language pedagogy.


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, covering the main research components aim, method, participants, instruments, analysis, key findings, and implications. It clearly presents the study’s quantitative descriptive approach and highlights the significance of integrating Langkat Malay ecolinguistics into Indonesian language learning.

However, it would benefit from streamlining the numerical details, sharpening the research gap, and explicitly emphasising the contribution to ecolinguistic scholarship and sustainable language pedagogy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The presentation of results is logically structured, supported by descriptive statistics, and effectively linked to the study’s theoretical framework on ecolinguistics and language preservation. The discussion appropriately interprets the data in relation to existing literature, showing consistency between empirical evidence and conceptual grounding.

However, a few minor improvements could be made:

Briefly report the actual Cronbach’s Alpha value or Aiken’s V score rather than only stating that reliability and validity were confirmed.

Link the results more explicitly to key ecolinguistic theories (e.g., Fill & Mühlhäusler, 2001; Mbete, 2017) to deepen interpretive analysis.

Include a short acknowledgment of research constraints (e.g., small sample size, geographic focus) to balance the findings.


	

	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 quite recent, covering publications from 2001 to 2025. They include both foundational ecolinguistic works (e.g., Fill & Mühlhäusler, 2001) and current studies on language preservation, sociolinguistics, and ecolinguistic pedagogy (e.g., Adisaputera et al., 2025; Prastio et al., 2023; Sanubarianto et al., 2025). The balance between theoretical sources and empirical studies strengthens the scholarly grounding of your paper.


	

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


	The language and English quality appear to be clear and understandable, but there's room for improvement to meet scholarly communication standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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