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Preliminary comments 

The paper addresses phonological adaption of English loanwords in Gonja. There is an attempt to formalize the empirical analysis using the Optimality Theory as a framework. As much as we appreciate the attempt to work on a language like Gonja which is not known much in the literature, there are several problems with this manuscript for which reason it cannot be accepted for publication in this current state. These issues are pointed out below: 

1. The theoretical basis for the paper is not clear. Eg, why has the author(s) chosen this theory and not any other phonological theory? There is complete silence on this and the author(s) do(es) not comment on this. Furthermore, the analysis presented is rather too simplistic and I will suggest that the author(s) either leave(s) out the theoretical points and persue(s) a detailed empirical study, or consider(s) improving on the theoretical analysis as currently presented in the work. The sources of the constraints employed in the analysis are also left unmentioned and readers are left wondering how the author(s) came by them in the work 

2. An attempt is made to distinguish between the forms of monolinguals and bilinguals, however, we are not told how this difference reflects in the OT grammar that the author(s) has/have pursued. The language used also suggests a bad understanding of the theory and I entreat the author(s) to clearly work on this to make the paper publishable. 

3. [bookmark: _GoBack]The research problem, objectives and the contribution of the work should be carefully worked out in the introductory part of the problem. In its current state, the reader is left wondering what problem is being solved and what objectives guide the work.

4. There are quite a number of language related issues, which will need SERIOUS attention. I suggest that the paper should be checked for language by native speakers to  minimize the grammatical problems, concord, winding sentences, punctuations among others.


5. The referencing style also needs improvement as seen in the in-text comments that I have provided in the main document (manuscript). 



In its current state, I am unable to recommend the paper for publication since it has several weaknesses that require the attention of the author. I therefore recommend that the paper be revised and resubmitted for further evaluation. Key to this is the request for detailing out the sources of the constraints used.
More literature 
Uffmann, C. 2006. Epenthetic vowel quality in loanwords: Empirical and formal issues. Lingua 116, 1079-1111.
