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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 constitutes a valuable addition to the field of applied linguistics and language education by providing a detailed investigation of Task-Based Language Teaching (TBLT) as a learner-centered and communicative approach to English language instruction. Through qualitative data collected from classroom observations and teacher interviews, the research clarifies both the theoretical foundations and practical challenges of TBLT implementation, particularly in secondary-level EFL classrooms. Its findings emphasize the critical need for teacher training, contextual adaptation, and the integration of ICT to ensure effective TBLT application yielding significant implications for curriculum designers, teacher educators, and policy-makers focused on enhancing communicative competence in language learners.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
The title is unambiguous and relevant, as it explicitly pertains to the subject of Task-Based Language Teaching and its application in the EFL (English as a Foreign Language) setting. However, it is rather expansive and does not adequately convey the particular focus of the study, specifically the perceptions of teachers and the issues related to implementation in secondary classrooms.
Here some suggested alternative titles:

· Investigating Educators' Views and Approaches to Task-Based Language Instruction in EFL Classrooms.

· Applying Task-Based Language Teaching in EFL Environments: Perspectives from Secondary School Educators.


· Task-Oriented Language Instruction in Secondary EFL Education: Perspectives of Educators and Actual Classroom Experiences.

	

	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.

	Recommended Additions:

· Describe the teaching environment: "Mention that the investigation took place in secondary level EFL classrooms to specify the educational tier."

· Point out major implementation difficulties: "Summarize challenges like inadequate pre-task planning, oversized classes, and restricted ICT capabilities."

Suggested Exclusions:

· Overly broad phrases such as "teaching a lesson using tasks demands careful consideration...": "This is too general for an abstract replace it with a direct reference to teacher perceptions."

· Redundant phrases like "highlights teacher and student roles": "Unless deeply analyzed in the results, this can be shortened or removed to make space for key findings."

· Avoid unclear summary conclusions like "as a current EFL approach...": "Replace with a stronger concluding sentence on what the study reveals or recommends."

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is accurate in its scientific core concepts, notably in its definition of Task-Based Language Teaching and the alignment of the research methodology with its goals. However, it would benefit from a more explicit explanation of data analysis, recognition of its small sample size, and a deeper engagement with the existing body of literature. Additionally, minor refinements in language and formatting are needed to enhance both academic rigor and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references included in the manuscript are largely pertinent and foundational; however, they don’t meet the completeness or recency expected by contemporary academic standards. The majority of the cited works, such as Ellis (2003), Prabhu (1987), Nunan (1989), and Richards & Rodgers (2002), are considered classic and vital. Nonetheless, the manuscript is deficient in recent studies (from the past 5–7 years) that would illustrate the current research trends in Task-Based Language Teaching (TBLT), particularly those published after 2018.
	

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

	
The manuscript's use of English is largely clear, yet it fails to adhere to scholarly standards owing to grammatical inaccuracies, awkward expressions, and a lack of tonal consistency. It is advisable to conduct a detailed language edit to bolster clarity, fluency, and academic tone.

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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