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Rating Result

Questions [Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]

1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 5

article.

The title is clear and appropriately reflects the content of the article.

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. |5

The abstract is clear and concise, effectively presenting the objectives, methods,
and results of the study.

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

No grammatical errors or spelling mistakes were detected.
4. The study methods are explained clearly. \ 5




The study's methods are thoroughly and clearly explained.

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

The body of the paper is clear, coherent, and free of identified errors.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
5
supported by the content.

The conclusion is well-founded, effectively supported by the study's content,
findings, and relevant literature.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. |5

The list of references is both comprehensive and well-suited to the study and its
disciplinary focus.

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):

The article presents an excellent case study illustrating how classroom-based learning
assessment can effectively enhance teaching and learning.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:

This article will be a valuable addition to your renowned journal.



Reviewer A:
Recommendation: Accept Submission

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

yes, it is adequate

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

The abstract is okay but needs to state clearly with example the methodology used
it is highlighted in red

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
there are few syntactic errors that they need to correct by rephrasing or stating what
this mentioned model says: specifically, the curriculum revision model for language
courses proposed by Omaggio (1993)

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

the method used is okay

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

yes, the body is clear and explicit

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
the conclusion is okay but should be advised to use more of current references
ranging from 2015 to 2025

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

the list of references is comprehensive but should be encouraged to used recent
references because most of the ones used are obsolete

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

5

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
3

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
3

Please rate the BODY of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4



Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
2

Overall Recommendation!!!
Accepted, minor revision needed

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The abstract is okay but needs to state clearly with example the methodology used
it is highlighted in red

there are few syntactic errors that they need to correct by rephrasing or stating what
this mentioned model says: specifically, the curriculum revision model for language
courses proposed by Omaggio (1993)

the conclusion is okay but should be advised to use more of current references
ranging from 2015 to 2025

the list of references is comprehensive but should be encouraged to used recent
references because most of the ones used are obsolete

Reviewer B:
Recommendation: Revisions Required

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

The Title o the paper is appropriate and attracts the mind of readers.

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

Abstract follows standard research methods and presents a clear picture. However, the
provided information be presented in concise form.

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

| do not see any major grammatical and spelling mistakes.

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

The appropriate study methods have been employed in this research.

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

1. The BODY of the paper is too short which needs expansion.

2. Literature Review part is completely missing.

3. Results of other recent studies from literature Review be added making this
research valuable and reliable.

4. Result Section be further explained in descriptive form for easy understanding of
readers.

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.

1. Conclusion is too short. It needs few recommendations for novice researchers in
this area of study.

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

References are comprehensive and in appropriate form and format.

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4



Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

Please rate the BODY of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
3

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

Overall Recommendation!!!
Accepted, minor revision needed

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

1. The BODY of the paper is too short which needs to be further elaborated.

2. Literature Review part is completely missing which needs to be added to make this
paper worth reading.

3. Results of other recent studies from literature Review be added supporting this
research.

4. Result Section be further explained in descriptive form for easy understanding of
readers.

Reviewer E:
Recommendation: Accept Submission

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

Yes, the TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

Yes. the ABSTRACT clearly present objects, methods, and results.

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



In this article, no grammatical or spelling errors were found.

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

Yes, the study METHODS are explained clearly.

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

Yes, the body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
It is correct. The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the
content.

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

Indeed, the REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

5

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the BODY of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Overall Recommendation!!!
Accepted, no revision needed

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Reviewer F:
Recommendation: Accept Submission



The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

The title clearly aligns with the content of the article.

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

The title clearly presents the objectives, methodology and results in a clear and
specific manner. Very well done.

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

No grammatical or syntax errors were observed in the article.

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

The methodology used was clear, well-established and with sources properly aligned
to the subject

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

No errors were observed in the body of the article.

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
The article is very well supported. The methodology used was appropriate. The
assessment process used was excellent in order to meet the needs of the students in
the course selected for the study. The references are aligned to the topic and the study.
An accurate and very well-done article that contributes to the development of new
assessment tools for writing courses.

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

The references presented are very relevant to the subject.

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

5

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the BODY of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
5



Overall Recommendation!!!
Accepted, no revision needed

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
An article that will effectively contribute to the evaluation process in the field of
writing in education. Well done!!!!




