ABSTRACT
1) The component of abstracts – it should include a summary of the background of the study, objective, methodology, and findings.
2) The abstract of the paper has only the objectives, which are stated at different levels (or in different ways) – I suggest the author should summarise his/her objectives – tell readers exactly what s/he has discussed in this paper.
3) It doesn’t have the background of the study, methodology and findings – The author should briefly tell readers about these since they are important components of the abstract.
4) I suggest the 2nd and 3rd sentences in the abstract should be removed or worked on.

METHODOLOGY
1) Not well explicated and talks about some findings; It should be worked on – e.g. the author should tell readers where the fieldwork took place, the method s/he used to get the data, the number of respondents, and type of respondent used; e.g. age, gender ethnic and linguistic background, educational background, etc. 
2) The highlighted portion numbered A, should be part of the background of the study in the introduction.
3) The highlighted portion numbered B, is part of the findings and therefore should be part of the discussion, not the methodology.

INTRODUCTION
 
1) The introduction is well articulated but I suggest it should come before the methodology.
2) Check the highlighted portion in the introduction numbered A. It doesn’t seem to be complete.
3) The author should indicate the source of the scholarly work s/he is quoting; there should be in-text referencing.
4) The point where the author states the objective of the paper should read ‘this PAPER…’
5) I suggest that the section in the introduction highlighted should be deleted as it interferes with the statement of the objectives.
6) What is it about English and Akan in the research area that causes you to think that researching into language integration with English and Akan as your focus is important at this point in time? This argument should be built in the introduction.

3.0. WORD INTEGRATION PROCESS

1) Is this the theoretical framework within which you are conducting this study? If so then I suggest you remove the ‘theoretical framework’ in the heading for section 2.0 as you have numbered it in the paper to 3.0
2) Is your focus in this paper only word integration? This doesn’t seem to be the case for the data you have presented. It is paramount that you do a literature review on language integration in general so that you can get a clear understand of this concept.
3) See the portion highlighted and numbered A: Is the definition here referring to word integration or integration in general? Is integration only about words? All levels of one language can be integrated into another language, so check the definition you have given.

Diagram 1
4) Indicate the source of the diagram; e.g. who published it and when?
5) I suggest you briefly explain the diagram before you discuss each stage.
6) Section 3.3: check the construction of the group of words highlighted.
7) Section 3.4: check the construction of the portion highlighted.
8) Section 3.7: check the construction of the portion highlighted.
9) Indicate the source of all the information you have provided under 3.0: in-text referencing is necessary.


4.0: ENTERTAINMENT
1) The portion highlighted should be incorporated into the methodology and elaborated thoroughly (for instance, the kind of data you got from these films and how you got them should be spelt out).
Sections 4.1 to 4.9: GENERAL COMMENTS
1) If the information you have provided in section 3.0 is the theoretical framework within which you are discussing the issues/data of this paper then sections 4.1 to 4.9 fall outside of the scope of this paper. If you want them to be part then you should add the theoretical context within which you are discussing this portion of the paper to 3.0 and discuss that thoroughly.

2) Why are these kind of language use employed in these films? This portion will be relevant to the topic you are discussing in this paper if you focus your discussion on why these language use you have identified are employed in these films (i.e. as far as language integration is concerned).

3) Section 4.3: I suggest you delete the ‘however’ highlighted.

4) Section 4.4: Check. The construction highlited.it is not clear. Who does the ‘each character’ and ‘others’ refer to?

5) Section 4.5: check what has been highlighted. Are there not Ghanaian films (movies) produced in English only? Be explicit in what you want to say. Secondly, why is it that the Ghanaian films cannot do without English? Furthermore, you said ‘the nature and purpose of these films are so needed in this study’ – how is the nature and the purpose of these films like that are important to your study? Be clear about that and incorporate that in the discussion of your methodology to justify why you consider these film as relevant for your study.

6) 4.7: Pay attention to the portion highlighted. What are these reasons? I think that is what will be of interest to readers of your paper.

7) Section 4.9:  Pay attention to the portion highlighted. The A part should be stated as part of the objectives of the paper and B should go to the methodology.

8) Pay attention to the portion I have labelled C. There is no table and the subsequent data you have presented don’t agree with what you have stated in the portions I have labelled A and B. Secondly, how do the data you have presented here relate to language integration which is the focus of this paper? This is the kind of discussion that will make the data you have presented here relevant to the focus/objectives of this paper. Either than that you can discuss this data in the context of language change in a different paper looking at what has brought about this change: is it linguistic, social, or historical?

9) D: This portion should be part of the objective of the paper.

10) E. This portion should go to the methodology.

11) F. There is no appendix and no table 32.

12) G. What were the responses given in the questionnaires that make them different from your observation?

13) H. What you have written here is not within the scope of the objectives of this paper you have stated so far. If you desire to discuss the use of religious terms or expressions that have religious undertones as store names and why such terms/expressions are used, you should add that to your objectives (research questions) for this paper.

14) I. The extract of the data you have presented here is not on store names. Be clear on what you are going to discuss at this point.

15) J: How did you come by this conclusion and what do you mean by ‘the level of assimilation’ in this context?

16) J. How did you come by this conclusion?

17) K. The amount was ‘targeted’ in what sense? Be clear.

18) L. Is the data you have presented from the shop and that of the Melcom advertisement addressing the same issue? If not tell readers what you are using the Melcom advert to address.

19) M. If you desire to investigate and discuss the sociolinguistic effect of English on economic items, please state that as one of the objectives of this paper. If not, I suggest you delete this portion.

20) N. How did you come by this figure and conclusion?

21) O. How did you come by this conclusion?

22) P: How did you come by this conclusion?

23) Q: How did you come by this conclusion?

24) R: How did you come by this figure?

25) S: How did you come by this conclusion?

26) T: How did you come by this conclusion?

27) U: Not every dry fish is adwene in the Ghanaian market.

28) V: Are these also fish?

29) W: How does this portion relate to the focus of this paper and the data you have presented so far?

30) X: Be clear with your objectives at the beginning of the paper and in your methodology state clearly the scope of your reseach and stick to that.

GENERAL COMMENTS
1) There is no conclusion to the paper. The author should give his/her conclusion.
2) No in-text reference done so it makes it difficult to to align that with the bibliography given at the end of the paper. It is paramount that you do in-text referencing.
3) [bookmark: _GoBack]The whole paper should be editted.
4) Different objectives/research questions are stated at different part of the paper with some sort of data. The author should be clear about the focus of the paper and put it in a proper theoretical context with significant headings. 
5) The process of language integration given as the theoretical framework for the paper discussed in section 2.0 and ‘word integration process’ discussed in section 3.0 are not projected in the discussion  of the data presented although the traces of that is seen getting to the end of the paper.
6) The paper is not well organised and so not clear on what the author wants to discuss. I suggest the author should give significant headings in the discussion of his/her data.
7) It has interesting data which if discussed in proper theortical context promises to be a publishable work.
8)  I suggest  the paper should be worked on for re-submission
