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	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 highlights the pivotal role of language in education, cognitive development, and social interaction, emphasizing the significance of early English language acquisition at the primary level. Integrating literary genres with modern digital tools and technologies provides innovative strategies to enhance language proficiency, creativity, and interactive learning. The study's insights on leveraging electronic gadgets and language labs present valuable implications for educators, curriculum developers, and policymakers aiming to improve language teaching methodologies in the digital age.
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	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.

	Suggestions:
1. Include a clear statement of the manuscript's primary aim, such as improving language proficiency through modern methodologies and digital integration.
2. Expand briefly on the specific digital tools and methods mentioned, like apps, e-books, and language labs, to underline their relevance.
3. Add expected outcomes, such as increased vocabulary, pronunciation accuracy, or engagement among students, to demonstrate the manuscript's potential contribution.
4. Ensure the abstract succinctly covers the problem statement, methods, and expected benefits in a logical sequence.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate but could benefit from more empirical backing and detailed evidence to strengthen its claims. Incorporating these elements would make the work more robust and credible to the scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	The references are sufficient, recent, and diverse but could benefit from more empirical, regional, and methodological studies for added rigor.
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Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	(>8-9 Minor Revision)






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from book editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	







	









Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 
Please complete this section carefully. A Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 
Your Certificate will be wrong if you provide incorrect information. 
Please note modification of the certificate will not be possible after generation. 
Certificates will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.


	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Laxmiram Gope

	Department of Reviewer
	Department of Education

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Sidho-Kanho-Birsha University, Purulia, West Bengal

	Country of Reviewer
	India

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Assistant Professor

	Email ID of Reviewer
	Laxmiram.1122@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	7478143527

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding the expertise of the Reviewer
	Indigenous knowledge, Teacher Education, Tribal Education, Education for Sustainable Development, Girls Education.





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