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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 seems significant for the scientific community as it sheds light on young learners' experiences of English writing in rural Bhutan. It provides valuable insights into how emotional, cognitive, and contextual factors influence early writing development of EFL learners. The findings of the study implies the importance of emotionally responsive teaching and context-sensitive pedagogy. Additionally, it informs for future research on teacher education and training programs for enhancing writing instruction in multilingual and resource-constrained contexts.

	

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

	The title is clear and informative as well as suitable to represent the text/study. However, the author(s) can drop 'The' at the beginning to match the academic title writing convention and make it concise and academic. Moreover, author(s) can make it more engaging and thematically focused with alternative titles such as "Enthusiasm and Anxiety: Fourth-Graders’ Perspectives on English Writing in Bhutan’s Tashicholing Dungkhag"

	

	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 clear and well-structured as it has covered the essential components of an academic abstract of a book chapter. It has clearly stated the focus of the study, methodology, and implications. However, refinements by stating the selection criteria (of the 14 participants), avoiding redundancies, highlighting the gap the study addresses in short would strengthen its relevance. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct because applies a suitable qualitative design to investigate a meaningful research question within a specific educational context in Bhutan. The findings are derived from a credible and systematic analysis process derived from the data and are analyzed thematically and interpreted meaningfully. However, to maintain even stronger scientific rigor, the authors can acknowledge limited generalization of the study, mention researcher positionality or potential bias, state the characteristics of research participants, and polish the writing to build a coherent argument in complete paragraphs rather than small paragraphs of only a few (2/3) sentences (somewhere).

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are both recent and sufficient for a qualitative study situated in the regional context of Bhutan. Majority of the references are recent including the foundational texts for qualitative research. However, the authors can consider adding literature on academic writing, phenomenological research, and teaching English to young learners.

	

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

	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a good level of academic writing, with clear articulation of ideas, appropriate use of technical terminology, and logical organization of content. The vocabulary is sophisticated yet accessible. The tone is appropriately formal and analytical, aligning with expectations for qualitative research. However, there are occasional minor grammatical inconsistencies and punctuation issues (e.g., missing spaces after punctuation marks, inconsistent formatting of headings, and a few awkward phrasings) that may be improved by light copy-editing to enhance the readability of the article. However, these do not significantly hinder intelligibility or general comprehension of the text message to the readers. Overall, the manuscript meets the language standards for publication in a scholarly journal, with only minor revisions needed in some places to ensure clarity and consistency.

	

	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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