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	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.


	Gamification in enhancing English Language Skills in Elementary level students is a great idea which certainly helps students to acquire English Language skills in their tender age. Further, the games will certainly ignite interest and enthusiasm in the students which makes them learn a language unknowingly.  Hence, research on Gamification is really a great concept as it helps students who learn English as Second Language.  
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as research is done on the given concept, Gamification of Elementary English. However, it would be more clear  if some games which are conducted  in the class room for the research are explained in the article. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some more references are to be used to explain  the importance of  and developments in  gamification  from the latest research works.  
	

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


	Some minor grammatical errors are observed which are to be addressed. 
Repetition of the same ideas should be avoided. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Over all,  the article is good and interesting. 
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