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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. The abstract needs clarifying.

2. The major problem of the manuscript is the language
problem. It is difficult in terms of readability.

3. Only three related studies are discussed. The
discussion of existing literature is very limited. To
provide a more comprehensive picture of the study,
more literature should be included.

4. What does it mean “the attitude of students toward
their ESP course was significantly lower than the
average”? What does “average” refer to?

5. More in-depth discussion of the results and
implication are needed.

6. This manuscript needs further proofreading
following the APA citation style.

Dear Editor,

Thanks for your nice comments

In response to your comments:

1- you areright. More clarification have been
provided.

2- you areright. Mgjot revision have been carried
out in style of writing this paper.

3. You areright. We added it.

4, Expected value (75). It was revised.

5- Implications have been provided.

6- | have also revised the paper with regard to APA
styleasfar as| could.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




