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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 addresses a significant gap by comparing word learning strategies in L1 and L2 acquisition using the Emergentist Coalition Model (ECM). It highlights the differences between implicit learning in children and explicit strategies in adults, contributing to the understanding of vocabulary development across developmental stages. The qualitative approach provides rich insights into learner experiences, which can inform both theoretical models of language acquisition and practical teaching strategies. This study is particularly valuable for applied linguistics, psycholinguistics, and educational research, as it connects theory with pedagogical applications.

	

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

	Yes
	

	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.

	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a coherent framework (ECM) applied appropriately.
The qualitative methodology (semi-structured interviews, thematic analysis, triangulation, member checking) is well described and aligns with best practices.
The discussion logically follows from the results and is supported by existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
A few additional recent works (2020–2024) on L2 vocabulary acquisition or qualitative language research could strengthen the currency of the sources.
	

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

	
Some sentences are long and could be broken down for readability.
These are editing issues, not major errors.

	

	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? 

	No
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