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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
1. Typographic mistakes 
2. Syntactic errors 
3. Semantic errors 
4. Vocabulary selection 
5. Poor language in some spots. 
6. Questions and objectives of the study 
 

 
1. There are many typographical errors that  you need to track and correct. 
2. There are many grammatical errors particular in places where your own 

language is used. 
3. The author needs to disambiguate many sentences by paraphrasing.  
4. Some selected words have more appropriate synonyms that fit to the context.  
5. I advise the author to let a native-like speaker to proofread it since it has many 

errors and mistakes. 
6. You need to add another question. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Fragments 
2. Run on sentences 
3. In appropriate linking words 
4. Sections of the study 

 

 
1. There are some fragments and run-ons that the author need consider. 
2. Some additional linking words should be added where necessary while other should 

be substituted for more appropriate ones. 
3. The author used the words (in this chapter) in other spots he mentioned chapter 

five????????????????????? 
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2. Adding (to the best of the researchers knowledge) we you raise 

a claim. 
3. Discussing results by questions 

 
1. Add locative, conceptual, temporal and human limitations. 
2. When you claim that this study has never been conducted somewhere, you 

have to add this phrase ( to the best of the researchers' knowledge) 
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