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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The findings of the study are important to students and lecturers at higher education institutions and the related parties like the higher education institutions. However, the findings and the direction of the study are no aligned throughout the manuscript. The author(s) should have well-planned how to conduct the study properly so that the findings represent the title of the manuscript. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable however the findings of the study were not concurrent with the title. 
	

	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.


	The abstract of the manuscript contains related information needed in a research manuscript. However, there is no specific mention on the kinds of errors committed by the students in their academic writing. Besides that, the number of participants participated in the study is big for qualitative design as qualitative relies heavily on in-depth, rich findings from small number of participants. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct however in methodology section, it should be corrected. 
(1) Subtopic 2.1.1 Research Approach – should only discuss about the nature of qualitative study. Should take out explanation on the instruments used for the study, the number of participants.  
(2) Theoretical framework - The manuscript has underlying theoretical framework which is suitable to the study. However, the author(s) failed to connect the importance of the theory and relate it to the study. The theoretical framework part should be re-written 

(3) Purposeful sampling - the concept of data saturation is wrongly explained in the manuscript. The author explained that saturation is achieved when the number of participants from 50 were expanded to 100 participants and this is where saturation is achieved. It is not achieved based on the large number of participants. This need to be corrected by the author on the concept of data saturation.

(4) Methods of data collection – this section was not properly explained. In the abstract the author(s) mentioned used document analysis as part of the instruments. However, under data collection method, it was only a brief explanation on the use of interviews – no further explanation on how the interviews were conducted among the 100 participants, there is also no explanation on document analysis (author mentioned in abstract that document analysis was also used) and method of data analysis was explained briefly. Did not mention how many themes occurred from the findings of the study
(5) Findings and discussion – there were discrepancies between the participants of the study and the explanation of the results. The title of the study suggests the participants of the study are undergraduate students, but the findings taken from the point of view of the lecturers. This was not mentioned earlier in the methodology on the breakdown of the 100  participants – how many lecturers? how many students? 
(6) There is no discussion section of the manuscript. The author should have discuss how the findings of the study contribute to the field of knowledge – any similarity based on previous studies or not. 
(7) One of the themes under findings are not related to the study – about lack of employment. This is not related to the study as the title suggest effects of errors in academic writing among undergraduate students – they are still studying and how this theme appear in the findings? If it is from the point of view of the lecturers, how do the lecturers know/identify this is one of the effects? 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	(1) Most of the references are outdated and not recent. To suggest the authors to refer to recent studies conducted on the problems in learning English academic writing among undergraduate students. 
(2) Most of the listed references were not mentioned in the in-text citations.
	

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


	Use suitable English but should improve on grammatical areas as well as  improvement on sentence structures for scholarly publication 
	

	Optional/General comments


	 The conclusion of the study does not conclude the whole study – the importance of proficiency in academic writing and does not contain suggestions for future research on how to mitigate the issue among the undergraduate students 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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