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Compulsory 

REVISION comments 

 

Abstract 
1.  “As a course is being taught for several years, it should be evaluated to develop an 
5 awareness to what extent the goals behind it have been achieved.” 
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 ESP students’ 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? 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 
  

Optional/General 

comments 
  

 

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Chin-Wen Chien 

Department, University & Country Department of English Instruction, National Hsinchu University of Education, Taiwan 

 


