
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Global Research in Education and Social Science

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOGRESS_13932

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Students Perception on the Use of Film as Media in Listening Comprehension: Study Case in Physical Education Students

	Type of the Article
	Research Article


	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 addresses an interesting and relevant topic in language education—the use of films as media for improving listening comprehension. Integrating audiovisual materials in language learning is an increasingly significant practice, especially in contexts where authentic language input is limited. The study contributes to the understanding of how students perceive this medium, particularly among Physical Education students, a population not often represented in language learning research. Although the sample size is small, the study highlights both the benefits and challenges of using films in EFL listening instruction, offering insights that could inform future pedagogical practices and research design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Students Perception on the Use of Film as Media in Listening Comprehension: Study Case in Physical Education Students” is generally clear and relevant to the study’s content. However, it contains a grammatical issue—the possessive case is missing. It should be corrected to “Students’ Perception” to indicate that the perception belongs to the students. Additionally, the phrase “Study Case” would be more natural as “A Case Study.”. 

	

	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 generally informative and presents the study’s purpose, methodology, and key findings. However, it contains some repetition (the objective is stated twice) and could be streamlined for clarity. It would also benefit from mentioning the research design more precisely (e.g., qualitative, quantitative, or mixed-method). Furthermore, details such as the data collection instruments (type of questionnaire/interview) and how data were analyzed could be briefly added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but outdated. To strengthen the paper’s scientific value, the author should add 4–6 recent sources (2020–2025), ensuring the literature review reflects current trends and research directions.


	

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


	The language could be refined for conciseness and precision.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction addresses a relevant and timely topic in language education—the use of modern media, particularly films, to enhance listening comprehension. It effectively situates the study within the broader context of technological advancement and multimedia integration in EFL teaching. However, the section lacks a clear and logical progression from general discussion of “modern media” to the specific research focus on film and listening skills. The first part could be condensed, as the definition of modern media is repeated several times, while the latter part more effectively introduces the pedagogical value of film. To improve coherence, the introduction should transition more smoothly from broad concepts to the specific research problem, highlight previous studies and debates, and clearly state the research gap. The writing is formal but sometimes verbose; simplifying long sentences and reducing redundancy would enhance clarity. Overall, the introduction is informative and relevant but would benefit from greater focus, conciseness, and a sharper articulation of the study’s rationale.
· the literature review is more descriptive than analytical—it summarizes prior studies without critically comparing or synthesizing them or identifying research gaps. To strengthen it, the author should incorporate recent empirical research, add a brief theoretical underpinning (e.g., dual coding theory or multimodal learning), and end with a summary linking the literature to the study’s aims and questions. The language is formal but often verbose; simplifying phrasing and improving focus on film would enhance clarity and academic rigor.
· the discussion could benefit from more critical engagement with existing literature to contextualize results.
· the conclusion could be strengthened by briefly addressing limitations of the study (e.g., small sample size, single context) and offering explicit recommendations for future research or classroom application.
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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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