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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 makes a substantial addition to the current discourse regarding learner engagement and motivation especially in the context of ESL (English as a Second Language) instruction. The idea of cross-domain motivation or the transfer of motivation from non-academic to academic domains offers a multidisciplinary framework that combines pedagogical sociocultural and psychological perspectives. Through an integrative approach the author synthesizes Bandura’s socio-cognitive theory, self-determination theory, and sociocultural/poststructuralist viewpoints which could guide future empirical research as well as classroom instruction. There are also practical takeaways for enhancing learner-centered instruction from the discussion of teacher beliefs, rights and metacognitive techniques
	

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

	Looks okay.
	

	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.

	Motivation can be transferred from one domain to another as the abstract succinctly explains. It appropriately places the conversation within the context of multiple intelligences and ESL instruction. However,  the following could make it better. A quick reference to theoretical foundation (e. g. 3. Banduras theories on self-determination and socio-cognition. Giving methodological clarity, even if it is conceptual, by stating that the work is exploratory or theoretical aids readers in estimating its scope. Important ramifications for educators or ESL practitioners are also included. It can also be added: “The study conceptually combines theories of self-determination and sociocognition to offer useful methods for ESL teachers to recognize and reroute learners motivation across domains.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, in most cases, the manuscript has a strong theoretical foundation and is supported by sound science. It exhibits a thorough comprehension of the fundamental theories (Vygotsky’s sociocultural theory, Deci and Ryan’s SDT, Bandura’s SCT, Gardner’s MI and Pavlenko’s poststructuralism). From theoretical underpinnings to pedagogical implementation there is a logical progression. Nonetheless the following could improve the paper. More specific methodological terminology (e. g. G. This is a conceptual paper that draws from prior research and existing theories. . better explanation of important concepts (e. g. G. accurately distinguishing between transfer of learning and cross-domain motivation. All things considered the arguments are sound the literature is interpreted correctly and the conclusions align with the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references which range from Gardner 1983 to Noels et al. are sufficient, pertinent and scholarly.

Including a few more recent (post-2020) studies on the following to increase currency and global reach. Most references are from books rather than peer-revewed journals. This is also something the can think about. Strongly suggest some latest publications for this manuscript:


https://www.innovationforever.com/article.JMER20240012 

https://www.degruyterbrill.com/document/doi/10.1515/iral-2022-0020/html 

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/ejed.12808?casa_token=rm3Y-QRiUoYAAAAA%3A1pc-GciWaX2vaLuyjXcQ_3TCsMugcr6hW45mCvEYBLrhJwA1miw1mzwAfpJI7ZWxbluXjoEe--ye3g 

	

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

	
For an academic journal the language is formal well-organized and scholarly. Sometimes sentences are dense and lengthy, which can make them difficult to read. Making small stylistic changes (shortening sentences, cutting down on repetition) could improve flow and clarity. 



	

	Optional/General comments

	
This paper is a valuable pedagogical and conceptual work. It fills a gap in motivation research by bridging the gap between theoretical complexity and classroom application. The author may offer the limitation of the study.For example, the author can also provide a brief explanation or suggestion on how ESL instructors can test these theories empirically in the classroom.
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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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