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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 manuscript is important because it sheds light on the real challenges first-year students face with basic grammar in an ESL context. It not only identifies common errors but also explains why they happen and how they can be improved. Overall, it offers practical insights that can help educators strengthen students’ writing and communication skills.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The title is clear and easy to understand. It tells the reader exactly what the study is about, including the focus on concord errors and the group being studied.
However, at its first occurrence, the term “concord” should be explained in parentheses as “subject-verb agreement.”
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The abstract is written in a high-quality manner, and contains all major elements of the study (purpose, methods, major findings and conclusion).
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The keywords are relevant. They reflect the core aspects of the study, thus making it easier for potential users to discover relevant literature during their searches.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The background provided is quite informative and structured properly. At the same time, it presents enough context and helps transition to the core problem of this study.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The research objectives are clear and straightforward. They correspond to the focus of the study.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The literature review is relevant to the topic, and contains the most recent works on it, and therefore helps build up the necessary theoretical framework for conducting this study.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The research methodology used appears to be relevant to the purposes of this study. The design, sample, and methods of data collection are clearly explained and suitable for answering the research questions.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 4 = Good

It appears that ethical aspects have been addressed properly, and, especially, since students are involved in the process.

However, a few additional comments concerning the ways the consent was received from the participants and the ways personal information was safeguarded should be included to improve the section under discussion.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 4 = Good

The results are presented in a clear and easy-to-understand way. All data is explained and interpreted without causing any problems.
Please, add footnotes explaining abbreviations below the table.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The tables are clear, relevant, and support the findings well. They help present the data in a way that is easy to understand and add value to the overall discussion.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

It clearly shows how the results align with or differ from previous studies, which helps strengthen the overall argument.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The conclusions appear to be logical and backed up by empirical evidence from this study. They accurately represent what was found out in this study.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 3 = Satisfactory

Some limitations exist in this study, however, it might benefit from addressing them more directly and discussing in detail.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The references are relevant and sufficient. They reflect both current and related studies, which helps support the study and show a good understanding of the field.

	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	Rating: 5 = Excellent

The manuscript is written in clear and concise language. The ideas are presented smoothly, making it easy for readers to follow the discussion without difficulty.

	







PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly reflects the focus of the study and the group being examined, making it easy for readers to understand what the paper is about.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. It gives a clear summary of the study, including the purpose, methods, key findings, and conclusions, so readers can quickly grasp the main idea.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methods, analysis, and conclusions are appropriate and consistent with the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes, the references seem sufficient and reasonably up to date. 
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	No, there are no obvious ethical issues in the manuscript. 
	



PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
The manuscript is generally well put together and focuses on an important issue in English language learning among first-year undergraduates. The study design is appropriate, and the findings are clearly presented and supported by relevant literature. That said, it would be helpful to include a bit more detail on ethical procedures and the study’s limitations. Overall, it makes a useful contribution and could be considered for publication with minor revisions.
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