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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 is significant for the scientific community as it provides new insights into the implementation of digital storytelling as a pedagogical tool in English language learning, particularly for younger generations. The study contributes to the growing body of literature supporting the integration of technology in education, addressing the demands of the digital era. By exploring students' perceptions of digital storytelling, this manuscript offers empirical evidence that can help educators optimize this method to enhance engagement and learning outcomes. Furthermore, the findings of this study can serve as a foundation for curriculum development and future educational innovations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The article title, "Digital Storytelling: An Innovative Approach to Teach and Learn English Language," is quite relevant as it reflects the core discussion on the use of digital storytelling in teaching and learning English
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (05-12-2024)


	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.
	1. Lack of Focus on the Research: The research objectives are briefly mentioned but not explained in detail, including the methodology and context of implementing digital storytelling in the classroom, as well as the methods for data collection (e.g., surveys, interviews, or observations).
2. Limited Discussion of Challenges: There is no discussion of the challenges or limitations of using digital storytelling, such as technical constraints, teacher training requirements, or student accessibility issues. Additionally, it is not explained that the success of digital storytelling implementation can vary depending on classroom conditions and the availability of technology.
3. Excessive Generalization: The explanation is overly general and lacks specific examples of digital storytelling applications in English language teaching. The impact on various student groups, such as those with learning disabilities or different proficiency levels, is not discussed in detail.
4. Lack of Theoretical References: There are no theoretical frameworks or empirical studies referenced to support the claims about the effectiveness of digital storytelling as a teaching method.
5. Absence of Quantitative or Qualitative Evaluation: Although it is mentioned that students can improve their writing skills through digital storytelling, there is no explanation of how these improvements will be measured, either quantitatively or qualitatively.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Clarity and Focus:
a. The section contains several repetitive statements about digital storytelling's definition and applications.
b. Example: "Digital storytelling is the process of creating and disseminating stories utilising a range of media, including text, photos, audio, and video, using technology like computers and mobile devices."
Suggestion: Consolidate these descriptions into a concise definition early on.
2. Logical Flow:
a. The narrative structure jumps between topics (e.g., definitions, benefits, classroom applications, and challenges) without smooth transitions.
b. Suggestion: Organize the section into sub-themes, such as:
· Definition and Concept
· Educational Benefits
· Current Applications and Challenges
3. Linguistic Precision:
a. The language, while informative, lacks the polished tone of academic writing in some places. For example:
· "Facilitators has to develop a story with both technical and artistic support."
→ "Facilitators must develop stories by providing both technical and artistic support."
b. Revise grammar, punctuation, and verb agreement throughout.
4. Redundancy in Purpose Statement:
a. The purpose of the study is repeated in multiple sentences with slight variations:
	




	
	
	· "The purpose of this study is to investigate how two distinct approaches to storytelling can be used to help the students for acquiring a second language."
· "Therefore, the purpose of the study is to investigate how students perceive the digital storytelling strategy in English..."
b.  Suggestion: Combine these into a single, concise statement.
5. Inconsistencies in Tone and Style:
a. Some phrases are overly informal for an academic paper (e.g., "This includes integrating digital media into the intended applications").
b. Suggestion: Maintain an objective, scholarly tone throughout.
6. Integration of Challenges:
a. While challenges like lack of software familiarity are mentioned, they seem abrupt and disconnected.
b. Suggestion: Expand on these challenges within a dedicated subsection or integrate them smoothly into the discussion.
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references used appear to be adequate and include several relevant sources in the field of digital storytelling. Some of the references are relatively recent, such as Bechter & Swierczek (2017) and Brenner (2013), which provide up-to-date insights into the application of digital storytelling in the educational context. However, some additional references should be included to further support the discussion.
	




	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
1. Clarity: Some sentences are lengthy and convoluted, which can hinder readability. For example:

· "Aside from social and cultural differences, the relationship between the pedagogy used to convey technology, the curriculum's content, and the quality of the technology. It should all be carefully considered for an effective implementation of technology in education."
· Suggested revision: "In addition to social and cultural differences, the relationship between the pedagogy used to convey technology, the content of the curriculum, and the quality of the technology must be carefully considered for effective implementation in education."

2. Flow: There are abrupt transitions between ideas, especially between the discussion of digital storytelling, students' reactions, and the conclusion. It may help to use clearer transitions to link sections smoothly.
3. Grammar and Syntax: There are some grammatical issues and awkward phrasing that could be revised for better academic tone. For example:

· "The students thought the creation of the digital storytelling was not challenging."
· Suggested revision: "The students found the creation of digital storytelling to be not particularly challenging."

1. Repetitiveness: The article repeats similar ideas in multiple instances, especially regarding the benefits of digital storytelling. For example, the sentence "Technology advancements have greatly aided pupils in becoming more proficient English language learners" appears multiple times.

· Suggested revision: Consolidate repeated ideas to avoid redundancy and improve conciseness.

2.	Academic Tone: While most of the text adheres to an academic tone, some sections are too informal, such as the use of "make this clear" and "believed it to be quite straightforward." A more formal approach would be better suited for scholarly writing.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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