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manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) 
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corrections  

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Title needs to changed as all the varieties are not Dutch varieties under study  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please 
write your suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is well written   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Appropriate but need extensive re-writing in response to the comments 
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Please write few sentences regarding the scientific correctness 
of this manuscript. Why do think that this manuscript is 
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This is average manuscript  
May useful for further studies  

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion 
of additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 

Are sufficient but many are missing, needs to look into pattern  
As casual approach has been attempted by the author  
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Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
communications? 
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