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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.


	Honestly, this manuscript feels pretty important for anyone in the scientific community who cares about language and learning. It doesn’t just look at vocabulary mastery in Indonesian—it dives into Langkat Malay ecolinguistics and shows, in a really tangible way, how local language contexts can shape how students actually pick up words. And, I have to say, including the students’ own perspectives adds this layer that numbers alone just can’t capture. So, all in all, it kind of opens up new ways to think about teaching Indonesian that are more… well, culturally aware, I guess, while also giving researchers something real to chew on in linguistics and education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, suitable, but a bit heavy. Feels a little formal. I wonder if something slightly punchier could work, something that still tells you what the study’s about but reads a bit more naturally. Maybe along the lines of “Learning Indonesian Through Langkat Malay Ecolinguistics: How Vocabulary and Student Experiences Intersect”—it keeps the focus, but it flows a bit more like how a human would actually describe it.
	

	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 covers the essentials of the study because it tells you the aim, the method, the key findings, and the implications. But, I can’t help feeling it’s a bit… dense? Like, it’s all packed together without much breathing room. For a reader skimming abstracts, it might be hard to immediately catch the “so what” of the study.

A few ideas: maybe start with a first line that is a little more interesting - something that explains why this is significant, not just what was done. There are also a lot of numbers and scores. Those are helpful, but maybe they may be shortened a little to make the flow easier. Readers don't always need the exact figures in the abstract.  And maybe add a quick sentence about the bigger picture - like, what does this mean for language teaching in Indonesia as a whole, not just for the 30 children studied? That would make it feel more connected to the bigger picture.

Finally, there’s a lot of terminology - “socio-cultural change,” “lexical competency test,” “ecolinguistics-based learning” - which is fine for specialists, but a tiny hint of plain-language explanation might help it feel more approachable, especially in the first sentence.

In short, the abstract works, but with a bit of trimming, reordering, it could feel a lot more alive and inviting to the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Looking at this manuscript from a scientific standpoint, it seems generally solid. The methods - they used a quantitative descriptive approach, 60-item questionnaire, and clear aspects being measured - that all makes sense and feels appropriate for the research questions. The results seem to follow logically from the data, and the conclusions about vocabulary mastery, cultural integration, and ecolinguistics-based learning seem reasonable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Numerous references exist on ecolinguistics, language acquisition, and several recent publications from 2024 and 2025.  This is commendable as it signifies that the study is grounded in contemporary research.   
	

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


	The English is solid enough for academic purposes - breaking up sentences, varying rhythm, softening transitions - it feels more authentic and engaging.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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