
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 

Journal Name:  Asian Research Journal of Arts & Social Sciences  

Manuscript Number: Ms_ARJASS_32271 

Title of the Manuscript:  Strengthening English Learning in Language Transition Classes by Spiraling English Teachers’ 
Competences in Tanzania 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

PART  1: Review Comments 
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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION  
 

 Thank you for your comments, the adjustment 
of the work was done as required. 

Minor REVISION 
comments 
 

The paper, though well written, needs to undergo thorough 
proofreading for errors in the use of tenses, collocations and word 
choice: 

• Purposeful/ purposefully selected 

• adequately competences/competent   

• Thus, saves time and costs during the tryout of the 
proposed program that would (unclear) otherwise be 
beyond the researchers, participants and the experts. 

• current challenging /challenges  

• The participants were very auspicious in/anxious to learn 
CBS 

I would like to thank the reviewer for this 
observation. The manuscript was therefore 
submitted to language expert to correct the 
errors as detected before. To ensure the 
manuscript error-free, the reviewer rectified the 
following components: 

1. Spelling errors 
2. Grammatical mistakes eg. Proper 

sentence construction (concord, proper 
verb usage etc.) 

3. Semantic components 
4. Coherence of the ideas embedded in 

paragraphs  
5. Word choice 

On this basis, the words suggested here and 
others were overhauled by the editor. 

Optional/General 
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