


















Review Letter 

General Issues 

• Citations, references, and tables are to be formatted based on the APA style (7th 

edition). 

• The manuscript is to be thoroughly checked for its language. Some required 

revisions are as follows: 

o Page 1, line 30: “considerably contributes to master” ➔ “considerably 

contributes to mastering.” 

o Page 1, line 30: “for communicative competence” ➔ “for 

communicative purposes.” 

o Page 1, line 35: “since the daily communication uses a native language” 

➔ “since daily communication in an EFL context is conducted in a 

language other than English.” 

o Page 1, line 36: “mastering listening materials” ➔ “mastering listening 

skills.” 

o Page 1, line 37: “limitation of listening strategy use, and a shortage of 

vocabulary”: these last two instances are rephrased so that they point out 

to difficulties learners might encounter.  

 

Abstract 

• Page 1, line 8: “are rarely well confirmed” ➔ “has rarely been well 

confirmed”. 

• Page 1, line 11: in fact, two tests have been employed. 

• Page 1, line 16: “inferential statistics with t-test” ➔ “inferential statistics (t-

test).” 

• Page 1, line 23: “in successful listening instruction” ➔ “in listening 

instruction.” 

• There is no need for keywords to be italicized.  

 

Method 

• Page 5, line 8: what do these numbers “45, 32, 40, 35, 32” represent? 

• Page 5, line 14: “paired and independent-sample tests” ➔ “paired and 

independent-sample t-tests.” 

• I recommend a section which elaborates on the developed MLA. 

 

Results 

• Page 5, line 26: the sentence starting in this line is to be revised to meet the 

academic discourse criteria. 

• Page 6, line 15: “to analyze the pretest scores”: do you mean post-test scores? 



• I recommend reporting on a t-test conducted on the pre-test scores of the 

participants to show the homogeneity of the experimental and control groups 

prior to administration of the treatment. 

• Page 8, line 2: I cannot understand this part: “The majority of EFL students 

represented by 88%, 84%, and 80% ….” 

 

Discussion 

• I recommend further discussion of the present findings based on the related 

literature. 


