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1. Round 1 

1.1 Reviewer 1 

Reviewer:  

 

The section beginning “Beyond core features, AI integration offers…” contains repeated use of “opportunity.” Rephrase or 

combine for conciseness and better flow. 

The sentence “This study employs the Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge (TPACK) framework…” should 

clearly define why TPACK is more suitable than alternative frameworks like SAMR or TAM. 

The sentence “This gap prevents AI from realizing its potential in scaffolding sociocultural language learning” requires 

stronger linkage to Vygotsky’s theoretical framework—briefly describe how AI scaffolds interactional learning in practice. 

 

Author revised the manuscript and uploaded the updated document. 

 

1.2 Reviewer 2 

Reviewer:  

 

The section mentions “Content Validity Index (CVI) = 0.85”. Please include the number of experts who participated and the 

criteria for item retention. 
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The statement “Written informed consent was secured from all participants” would benefit from mention of the institutional 

ethics committee’s approval code and issuing body. 

The choice of non-parametric tests is appropriate, but the notation “<./05” appears typographical. Revise to “p < .05.” 

The presentation is clear, but percentages should include sample sizes for transparency (e.g., “80% (n=20)”). 

 

Author revised the manuscript and uploaded the updated document. 

 

2. Revised 

Editor’s decision after revisions: Accepted. 

Editor in Chief’s decision: Accepted. 
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