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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

The topic chosen by the author(s) is very interesting, unique and less explored. With some 
improvements, this paper can be made better and very exciting to the readers. 

The author(s) should introduce a brief explanation of the rest of the article at the end of 
section 1 – Introduction. 
 
The author(s) did not mention the approach (deductive or inductive) of the data analysis 
clearly. The analysis should follow (and flow) any of the approach and need to draft the 
manuscript accordingly.  
 
Results and Discussions should be considered in relation to previously published findings. 
Some more sources should be considered here. 

In Conclusion, the author(s) need to write a few sentences on directions of future studies 

In page 10 last part of the first paragraph, there is an error in the sentence “The highest-
level International graduates reached with the Persian language classes was”. The verb 
should be “were” 

In the reference list, the spacing is not followed correctly in reference 2 that has to be 
changed accordingly and in reference 12, there is a spelling error – “Batimore”, I hope it 
has to be Baltimore. 

There are many studies highlighting the importance of the second language acquisition. In 
this present study, the author(s) limit the citations. Adding a few more citations to 
substantiate the present study will definitely improve the quality of the paper.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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