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	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.


	This topic of this manuscript is essential considering that, in the recent literatures, errors are no longer seen as deficiencies of language learning but are to be considered as windows that reveal the extent of second language acquisition and learning. In particular, this topic is crucial to identified participants considering that English is their second language and it is extensively used as the language of business and education. In other words, looking into the effect of errors in academic writing would allow universities to come up with contextualized approaches in the teaching of writing. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but the author has to follow a more consistent style in writing titles. Capitalize the first letter of words that are in lower case. 
Note: Why is there need to specify second year? Is this a variable in the study? 
	

	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 introduction part is very compact. I suggest expanding the discussions a little bit more to make them comprehensive. Also, make sure that the cited studies are weaved together vis-à-vis the purpose/intent of the paper. In addition, the discussion of the Theoretical Background is very short. I would have appreciated it if the author was more thorough in the discussion of the theory as this serves as the backbone of the manuscript. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Only very few references are within the 10-year time frame. Other references are more than 10 years old. I suggest that the author will add more references to bolster his/her assertions in the paper without deleting the ones already included in the references. 
	

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


	Unfortunately, no. I think the author needs to be more consistent in the use of language and in style. 
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