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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 presents a timely, empirically grounded analysis of stakeholder attitudes toward English Studies in Tamil Nadu, addressing a significant gap in regional educational research. By examining the perspectives of teachers, students, and parents through a unified framework, the study contributes to the debates on multilingual education in the context of India's National Education Policy 2020. The findings provide practical insights for curriculum reform, teacher training, and assessment practices within educational institutions that face similar challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript.
	

	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 comprehensive. It clearly states the research objectives, methodology (questionnaires, 300 respondents), key findings (convergence and divergence in perspectives), and conclusions. It effectively summarizes the four thematic domains (teaching, learning, evaluation, and purpose) and highlights the main recommendations.

Minor suggestion: Consider adding a brief statement about the study's limitations or future research directions to provide complete transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate and clearly described. The triangulated design and use of both quantitative and qualitative analyses are rigorous and well-justified.

However, two methodological concerns should be addressed:

(a) The reliance on Google Forms may have introduced selection bias toward digitally literate respondents, which the authors acknowledge but could quantify;

(b) The sample size distribution (50 teachers, 150 students, 100 parents) is somewhat imbalanced, which may affect comparative analyses—this limitation should be more explicitly discussed.
	

	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 and appropriately recent, with most citations from 2015-2024. The manuscript draws on relevant policy documents (NEP 2020), theoretical frameworks (constructivist pedagogy, task-based learning), and regional studies specific to Tamil Nadu.

However, consider adding:

(a) More recent empirical studies on alternative assessment in Indian contexts post-pandemic (2023-2024);

(b) Additional references on bilingual questionnaire design and validation;

(c) More literature on stakeholder triangulation methodologies.

Note: The reference to Pradhan (2025) appears to be a future-dated source that needs verification.

Serious correction required: The DOI listed in the references does not match the title of the referenced literature.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the English quality is excellent and suitable for scholarly publication. The writing is clear, well-organized, and academically rigorous. The manuscript demonstrates a strong command of academic discourse with appropriate use of technical terminology.

Minor editing suggestions:

(a) Some tables have formatting inconsistencies (e.g., "4&" instead of "4%" in Table for Q1);

(b) Consider breaking some longer paragraphs in the literature review for improved readability;

(c) Ensure consistent formatting of percentage data throughout.
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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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