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Introduction
Suicide notes have sparked the interest of linguists (such as Shapero, 2011; Sudjana, &Fitri, 2013 among others) as viable texts or sources of data that can be studied from different linguistic purviews. Primarily, the study of suicide notes by linguists is to differentiate between genuine and fabricated suicide texts. To determine the legitimacy and authenticity of the authorship of suicide texts, various linguistic theories and approaches such as linguistic text analysis (Roubidoux, 2012), discourse analysis (Sudjana, &Fitri, 2013), discourse semantics (Malini & Tan, 2016) among other approaches have been applied to derive linguistic clues that give clear distinctions and discrepancies between fake and original suicide texts. For example, Shapero (2011) notes that the reliable indicators of authentic suicide notes are personal pronouns, proper nouns, negatives, intensifiers, maximum quantity terms, and discourse markers. Similarly, Grundlingh (2018) has extended the scholarly frontiers/inquiry of authenticating/legitimatizing suicide notes by applying the appraisal theory of Martins and Ross (2003) and the referential statistical instrumentation of “Hedges’ g” (used to calculate the measure of association of the suicide corpora) to an old collection of suicide notes gathered in years 1957 and 1984. The study’s strengths and shortcomings are presented in this critique. 
Summary
Grundlingh (2018) has specific research questions guiding the study. Firstly, her study seeks to differentiate between the linguistic characteristics of authentic and fabricated suicide notes. Secondly, it aims at determining if appraisal theory can be used to distinguish authentic suicide notes from fabricated suicide notes. Lastly, the study seeks to examine the suitability of appraisal theory and its categories as legitimatizing markers in distinguishing between the fabricated and authentic suicide notes. To answer these research questions, Grundlingh adopts the theoretical framework of Martins and Ross (2003) appraisal theory to the suicide notes corpora. To make her analyses scientific, objective, and systematic, Grundlingh also seeks to measure the differences between the fake and original suicide notes using a statistical model called “Hedges’ g” aimed at quantifying the percentile differences of the two corpora. Hedges’ g is also used to measure the means and standard deviations for each appraisal category. 
The study asserts that the appraisal theory categories present in the suicide notes can be used as legitimacy markers to identify authentic suicide notes. Hence, trust, a sub-category of affect, propriety, a sub category of judgment, and negative appreciation are the appraisal features that distinguish fabricated suicide notes from authentic notes. In other words, the appraisal categories of trust, propriety, and negative appreciation are the “legitimacy markers’ used to distinguish simulated and authentic suicide notes. Trust means suicide completers usually request the addressee or the individuals mentioned in the notes to perform specific obligations/acts. Propriety connotes that suicide completers always criticize themselves and/or others for unethical conduct, and negative appreciation states that suicide completers express dissatisfactions to non-human entities in their respective notes. Similarly, the study claimed that authentic suicide notes use more force, and are monoglossic in nature. The proportions of each appraisal category were statistically represented through Hedges’ g which gives vivid physical representation of the individual occurrences/distribution of the appraisal features. Furthermore, the descriptive statistics (such as the use of the statistical indices of mean, median, and mode) of the data gave an apt summary about the results of each appraisal category in the data set.
Grundlingh (2018) opines that trust and affection are the affective values that differentiate fake suicide notes from authentic suicide texts because suicide completers have specific requests to their audience which they convey out of trust and deep affection to the addressed/targeted audience. In the judgmental category, propriety has the highest distinguishing value in differentiating simulated and original suicide notes. This is because suicide completers criticize themselves and others for unethical conduct in the course of their suicidal actions. In the domain of appreciation, negative appreciation had the highest value. The study affirms the significance of appraisal theory to differentiate between simulated and authentic suicide texts and recommend it as a viable linguistic approach to analyze the complex genre of suicide texts.

Critique
In terms of originality, applying appraisal theory to authenticate the legitimacy of suicide notes offers new perspectives and insights into the purview of suicide notes. This is because the study claimed that other studies (such as Ioannou&Debowska, 2014 and Shapero, 2011) have only used a component of the appraisal theory which is affect in their analyses of suicide notes. Also, these were mostly from a psychological purview without the adoption of the actual appraisal theory of Martins&Ross (2003). However, Grundlingh claimed that these studies never explored the concept of affect in detail as there were other subcategories of affect (such as trust, happiness, inclination etc) which are present in suicidal texts. Furthermore, the other studies failed to examine the other components of appraisal theory which are judgment and engagement which have proven to be legitimatizing markers for detecting authentic suicide notes. These research gaps strengthened the research questions of the study.
However, the data being too old limits the generalization of the study to recent suicidal texts (new corpora of suicide notes).  The corpora of Desmet and Hoste (2013) and Shapero (2012), could have been used to test the suitability of the appraisal theory in distinguishing fabricated suicide notes from authentic suicide texts which would aid accurate generalization of the study’s results and conclusions to other contexts as they are more recent suicide corpora. 
The research questions were succinct, clear, and precise which were derived from gaps in reviewed literature in suicide notes. The adoption of Martins and Ross’s (2003) Appraisal Theory (which no study had used to the best of my knowledge) to legitimatize and differentiate fabricated suicide notes from its authentic counterparts gives credence to the novelty, originality, and peculiarity of the study. 
The research question about determining the linguistic differences between authentic and fabricated suicide notes was fairly investigated through the deductive qualitative approach of appraisal theory and the use of the referential statistical model Hedges ‘g’ which offers a mixed method approach to the subject matter under investigation. However, an inductive qualitative approach would have also been adopted as part of the integrated qualitative approach to explain adequately and thoroughly the differences between authentic and fabricated suicide notes as suicide notes have distinctive linguistic patterns that are peculiar to the individual suicide completers. Although, quantitative analyses can give percentile representations of recurring linguistic features, the underlying rationale of these linguistic features can only be thoroughly explicated through an integrated qualitative approach that is inductively and deductively inclined because suicide notes are subjective linguistic constructions which vary from one suicide completer to another.  
Grundlingh (2018) reviewed up-to-date and relevant literature in suicide notes. However, the study failed to give an in-depth review of literature that used alternative linguistic theories to analyse suicide notes. Furthermore, there were no concrete justifications as to why appraisal theory is adopted by the researcher except that the study claims that no existing research has used the theory up until now. Reviewing only four studies on suicide notes seems inadequate despite the inexhaustive studies on suicide notes. Also, of the four studies reviewed the only gap the study could provide was that none of the studies used the appraisal theory which suggest a shallow motivation as there are other gaps in the studies such as the non-generalization of the results as their database was not representative of all suicidal contexts (for example, the African context). Furthermore, the study has some assumptions which are not scientifically proven. To state that fabricated suicide notes are often shorter than authentic ones is misleading and speculative. To arrive at such a conclusive claim from a small sample size is tantamount to unfounded overgeneralisation. For example, Olsson (2004) notes that brevity is a legitimatizing feature of authentic suicide texts as suicide completers usually conceal information which is only shared with the intended. Stating this contextual information is considered redundant by the suicide completers except those who target a wider audience make their suicidal compositions explicit. Contrary to Olsson’s perspective is Gregory (1999) who opines (as cited by Schoene and Dethlefs, 2013) that lengthiness and wordiness is a key attribute of suicide notes which then raises the question that perhaps the personality of the suicide completer dictates the length of suicide notes.
In addition to the above, there are revised and latest versions of appraisal theory (Martins and White [2005]) which the study failed to use. Hence, denying the analyses of recent appraisal linguistic features. However, in the judgmental category of appraisal theory, Grundlingh (2018) expounded this specific appraisal category when she stated rightly that judgment can be direct and implied which is a pragmatic fact that Martins and Ross (2003) theory did not account for.  
Grundlingh (2018) gave impressive justifications in her study. An example is the use of the Hedges’ g rather than Cohen's d (a renowned measurement for association) statistical model because Hedges’ g is suitable for smaller sample size which is the size of the data for the study. However, her study arrived at a non-conclusive status because the study discovered that appraisal theory is only suitable for larger data. This huge shortcoming would have been averted through the pretest of the data (pilot study). Also, the study should have used descriptive statistics rather than inferential statistics as generalization cannot be made to all suicide notes corpora from these limited samples, but the data could be described in terms of its specific appraisal features. It is important to state that the limitations of the study are plausible as not every suicide completers write suicide notes and those that write suicide notes are mostly concealed by their families to make the suicide appear as death by natural cause(s). Hence, the brevity of the corpora on suicide notes is convincing and understandable.
The findings and conclusion of the study confirm earlier studies. For example, the study claimed that trust and requests are legitimizing features of authentic suicide notes. This viewpoint coincides and collaborates with earlier studies like Desmet and Hoste, (2013); and Schoene and Dethlefs, (2016) which claimed that one striking difference between simulated and authentic suicide notes is that authentic suicide notes are characterized with instructions given specifically to the intended audience or addressed. While Desmet and Hoste use instruction, Grundlingh uses requests. 
Conclusion
Suicide notes interpretations and analyses require diverse/eclectic linguistic frameworks to understand its intended messages. Grundlingh (2018) has succeeded in providing alternative linguistic approach to analyse suicide texts. However, the study’s resort to use old suicide notes poses a strong shortcoming because there are current and new suicide notes corpora (such as Shapero, 2012) which the study did not adopt/utilize. There is the likelihood that this new data would offer new insights into the appraisal categories/features that are suitable in distinguishing simulated and authentic suicide texts. Also, while the use of quantitative statistical analyses is useful for generalization which the study was incapable of achieving, qualitative analysis could have offered more insights into the phenomenon in question and thus offer new directions for future research. 
In conclusion, the study has proven that appraisal theory is useful in analyzing wide range of texts including suicide notes which have succeeded in extending the linguistic frontiers of studies in suicide notes
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