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learning (PBL) in their English courses. The methods are presented by using a
questionnaire and the student-centered method to collect quantitative data. The
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3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

(Please insert your comments)
Yes, there are some but not impact significantly on the comprehension of the
article.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. | 4

(Please insert your comments)

Yes, the results are described in details, the participants’ number are appropriate to
get the reliable data to form new attitudes and perceptions about the method used
and its effectiveness for English learning.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. |5

(Please insert your comments)
n/a

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

(Please insert your comments)
The conclusion is quite precise and clear and confirm the provided results and aim.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 4

(Please insert your comments)

Yes, the reference includes 29 resources which are appropriate to the topic of the
article.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed X
Accepted, minor revision needed

Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: It could be accepted.



