Comments: Major Revision
Abstract: Incomplete
Your abstract is not comprehensive.  An abstract of this nature should contain: the overall purpose of the study, and the research problem(s) you investigated; the basic design of the study; major findings of trends found as a result of your analysis; and, a brief summary of your interpretations and conclusions. 
Methodology: Problematic
The methodology for this study is unrealistic. The data base for lacks evidence. It is expected that you provide a rich appendix of especially your mention of “a rich corpus gathered in about ten years by researchers and various undergraduate students” where part of your data was drawn from. The tables are nice illustrations, but not much more.

Language of the Author: Too Casual
The author needs to take this manuscript for editing. The sentence structures are too casual and many statements lack evidence to back it up. Delete those structures that are not scholarly enough, (as indicated) and formulate much more modestly and scholarly structures.

Literature Review: Scanty
The author has not provided enough and comprehensive literatures to back up this study. Some of the sources cited in-text were not found at the reference section. Worse still, ‘Author’s’ works seem to be the major literature consulted for this study; yet, some of them cited were not found in the reference section. Sources were not arranged alphabetically.



