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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 
 

 
 
 
The study is a qualitative one as it confines itself to the Saudi (MOH) spokesperson's 
speech on covid-19 pandemic.(A study is not qualitative because of its topic. It is 
qualitative or otherwise because of its data analysis method and design) 
 
speeh by the Saudi  - speech 
 praat   - Praat 
 
The major issue with this article is its lack of expert involvement. The researcher 
cannot rely on his/ her own perception of tones alone. Some native speakers of 
the language must get involved to guarantee reliability. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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