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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4
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Yes the title is informative and representative of the content of the article.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 3

Yes, there is a presentation of the object of the study as well as its main results. It remains to
integrate in the abstract, a sentence which briefly presents the methodology adopted in the
comparative corpus analysis.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 4
article.

The text is well cared for without grammar and spelling mistakes.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

The comparative corpus analysis uses the tool Sketch Engine. This is described in the
"methodology” part.

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4

The body of the article is well structured. The writing style is scientifically sound, and without
glaring errors.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 4
content.

The conclusion summarizes all parts of the article. In particular, it presents and discusses the
results of the study.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

Yes, sufficient and complete references to conduct the study.
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Include a sentence in the abstract which succinctly describes the adopted method to conduct the
comparative corpus analysis.
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