Response to Camera-Ready Comments
Manuscript: “Surprised by What? Appraisal Objects in EFL Learners’ Accounts of ChatGPT Feedback”
Dear Members of the Review Committee,
Thank you for your careful review and the focused suggestions for the camera-ready manuscript. We have made the three requested adjustments while retaining the distinction between the evidence reported in the interviews and interpretations that the data do not establish.
1. English abstract
The sentence now reads, “One learner distinguished surprise at errors from surprise at the feedback’s usefulness.” This wording refers specifically to H04 and is consistent with the Vietnamese abstract.
2. Differences in prompting and feedback
We added a clarification to Section 5.3. Although an instructor-supplied model prompt was available, H04’s recorded request explicitly ruled out rewriting, whereas H06 retrospectively described extensive AI revisions. Because H06’s exact request cannot be established from the retained records, the revised text identifies possible variation in prompting and feedback without attributing the difference to a verified cause.
3. Appendix formatting
Rules 5 and 7 in Supplementary Appendix A now use bold only for the rule labels and headings, consistent with the remaining decision rules.
We appreciate the committee’s guidance and have incorporated these changes into the accompanying camera-ready manuscript and supplementary appendix.
Sincerely,
The authors




