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	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 PPP model is a novel method which can encourage not only the Students, but also, facilitates the faculty in increasing the vocabulary.

This method not only helps in learning ,a new language, but also involves the students participation actively, while learning the language.
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Application of the Presentation, Practice and Produce Method for Enriching Students’ Vocabulary in English
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	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive and no suggestions required for editing.
This method is very easy to use not only in the classroom, but also easily practiced amongst an informal – smaller group.
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	 Yes, the manuscript sounds scientifically correct.
This manuscripts teaches a new method and also elucidates ways and means to practice that method.
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	Yes, this references are sufficient for this manuscript.
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	Yes competing interests are there.
	 This method is most suitable for this context, but may not yield the same result, when applied at other contexts. 
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