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Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract

1. “As a course is being taught for several yearsidukl be evaluated to
develop an

awareness to what extent the goals behind it heea bBchieved.”

It does not sound like a rational reason for conducting a research.
2. the purpose of this survey

Could this be “the purpose of this study?”

3. The results indicated that the ES&dents’ attitudes are below the
expected value toward ESP course.

This is the only one result?

Introduction

1. Page numbers should be included for Mackey’s quote.

2. Page 2 Lines 33-39

No citation was used here. Are all these the author’s ideas?

3. purpura and king ( 2003)??

Last name should be capitalized.

Significance of the Study

1. How can this study contribute to the broader academic field or
English language teaching?

2. How can this study be significant to readers around the world, rather
than the Iran readers?

Related Literature

1. More theoretical literature review on ESP should be conducted.
2. Theoretical framework could be provided and discussed.

3. The writing does not follow the APA format in related literature.
Discussion

1. The discussion is too weak without the theoretical framework.
2. What are the implications?

Conclusion

1. What are the limitations of this study?

2. What are the issues for further study?

Dear Editor,

Thanks for your meticulous reading of my paperrdésponse to
your paper:

Abstract:

1-When teaching-learning of a course is wrong iaeedemic
system of a country, a research needs to be cardlircorder to
aware authorities the ineffectiveness of curreag@am.

2- you are right.

3- This study was to examine the students attiaad®mpanied
the difference with Male and Female students algisu
Furthermore, the result has provided the partitpanalysis.
Furthermore, To give solution and suggestionsinfiprovement
of this program.

1- You are right.

2- This is the paraphrase that | have done.

3- you are quite right.

1- We have offered practical suggestions witlarédo
students’ responses. If academic institutions itikeo
consideration , It can facilitate the learning.

2- As far as we know, they are a lot of ESP austhothe
world. This paper can make them aware of theectirr
situations in all regions of the world. As a reslihey can
publish practical ESP sources and effective teatks.

Related literature

1. You are right. We added it.

2. You are right Dear.

3. Thanks alot. We revised it.

Discussion.

1. You are right.

2. We added it.

Conclusion.

1. We added it.

2. We added it. Thank you very much
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