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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
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It may be the following:   “Reflections of the namdic  oral culture in Northern Kenya and Southern Ethiopia”  
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is 
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	Yes, the references are sufficient 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Well, I think the wirter is much affected by the French culture and that’s why he/she used many words and phrases which are originally from Frecnh. I highlighted all of them with side comments. 
Something else, the author used many personal pronons “ I” to refer to him/her as a writer or author. and this should be changed. The author misses using many punctuation marks …. 
Certain sentences should be revised…!!! 
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	The author should pay attention the the use of word “author” or the “writer”  instead of the personal pronoun “I” 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No , they are not 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Minor revisions ( 8-9 ) 


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from book editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Abdulhakim M. Belaid  

	Department of Reviewer
	Faculty of Languages &Translation / Department of English language 

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Azzaytuna University

	Country of Reviewer
	Libya 

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	An associate Professor 

	Email ID of Reviewer
	hakimbelaed@gmail.com 

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	+218927017738 

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Authentc materials ,  Libyan EFL , social media, applicability , 


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (05-12-2024)


