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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

This study discusses an interesting topic about teacher feedback regarding EFL learners’
written performance in a region where research in this area is close to nothing. It shows a
good deal of originality coupled with reliance on qualitative methodology to broach the
topic, which is pretty challenging. This projects merits publication only if the author(s) exert
serious effort to apply a major revision as to formatting, wording/paragraphing, and
methodological issues to make the report more approachable to the reader.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

| am attaching a list of comments that may enhance the quality of the paper.
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