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Review Form 1.6

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

Abstract

Please rewrite your abstract such that it covers the following components:
e brief problem description

rationale/problem statement for the study/research

objective of the study/research

method use

main findings/results

main significance or impact of the study/research

Citation
Please check your citation format. Why start with [15]?

Introduction
Please rewrite the first sentence of the introduction.

Since this study/research is on the learning difficulty of the Malay language among
international postgraduate students in UNISZA and UMT, please include a brief
background of their learning difficulty in the Malay language in the Introduction.
Related Work

malay -> Malay
Universities Tenega National (UNITEM) -> Universiti Tenaga Nasional (UNITEN)

Please rewrite your related work.

Please standardise the citation format.

Methodology
Why were only 170 students selected for this study/research? Why not all? Please

give the justification.

Overall, too many grammatical mistakes.

Abstract The author has made all required corrections based on the reviewer
comments

[1 Line 3-7 of the abstract described the Problem statement
[1 Line 11 presented the objective of the research

[l The method was described in line 12 (Quantative Method)
[1 The finding was discussed in line 17.

[1 Line 20-23 described the main significance

Introduction

[1 The issue was addressed in the second paragraph of the introduction
section

Related Works

[l The modification was made by Writing the Correct Spelling of Malay

[1 The Researcher have modified the Correct Spelling of Universiti Tenega
National.

[l The author have re-written the related works and the grammatical errors
were addressed

Methodology

[1 The target population of UNISZA and UMT were 256 international
postgraduate, according to Krejcie and Morgan [9], the researcher is expected
to adopt a total number of 170 respondents as the sample based on 95%
certainty Factor. It was described in the Methodology Section

Minor REVISION comments

Abstract

1) The word both is unnecessary.

2) Please put spacing in words highlighted in yellow colour.
3) Wordy — Change the majority to most.

4) Please change Quad Core to Quad-Core.

5) Please change eighty five to eighty-five.

6) Please change dis-agreed to disagreed.

Optional/General comments
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PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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