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1. Reviewer’s Evaluation: 
This paper comprehensively analyses adverbials in Dagbani with a focus on manner, pace, instrumental, ideophonic, temporal, locative, frequency, epistemic, and aspectual adverbials. The author (s) examines the syntactic distribution of these adverbials within the clausal structure. They illustrate the distributional patterns of each adverbial category, emphasising their syntactic positions and constraints. Their exploration of adverbial sequencing and interactions between different classes is particularly noteworthy and well-supported with examples. The paper contributes valuable empirical data to adverb typology through fieldwork and native speaker insights. While the paper offers a strong contribution to the field, some minor revisions are necessary before it can be accepted for publication.
2. Overall Importance of Question/Issues Addressed
The authors have diligently addressed all reviewer feedback, enhancing the paper’s clarity and impact. By explicitly stating their focus on a purely descriptive, theory-free analysis, they’ve clarified the theoretical framework, preventing potential misinterpretations and allowing readers to understand the study’s scope and approach. 
The revised explanation of the ‘zaŋ’ construction in Dagbani adverbials demonstrates a more nuanced understanding of the language’s syntactic structures, contributing to a more accurate representation of Dagbani’s linguistic features. This clarification adds depth to the analysis and enhances the paper’s contribution to adverbial studies in less-documented languages. The improved conclusion, including a summary of key findings, provides a more comprehensive overview of the study’s contributions. This addition helps readers grasp the full significance of the research and its implications for linguistics.
3. The grounding of relevant literature
The paper demonstrates a solid grasp of relevant literature, citing key works by Jackendoff (1972), Cinque (1999, 2004), and Ernst (2002, 2004, 2007). It effectively incorporates both classic and recent studies, grounding the research in established linguistic theories. References to scholars like Potsdam (2017) and Saah (2004) help contextualise the study within current adverbial research. The authors’ reference to Jackendoff’s 1972 work on semantic interpretation in generative grammar provides a solid historical context for understanding adverbials in natural language. This foundational perspective is complemented by more recent contributions from Cinque (1999, 2004) and Ernst (2002, 2004, 2007), reflecting the evolution of thought in this area over time. The inclusion of studies by Potsdam (2017) and Saah (2004) demonstrates the authors’ engagement with current adverbial distribution and classification research. This not only situates their work within contemporary discourse but also shows how their research builds upon and extends existing knowledge.


4. Fair and Adequate Depiction of Others’ Positions
The author(s) fairly depicts various adverbial syntax and semantics perspectives. They draw from diverse scholars (e.g., Saah 2004, Asamoah 2018, Laenzlinger 2015) and compare Dagbani adverbials with those in other languages. Previous studies have informed the semantic categorisation of adverbials, providing a clear analytical framework. Cross-linguistic comparisons with other African languages, supported by relevant studies, enhance the broader relevance of their findings.
5. Precision and Clarity of Expression
The paper maintains precision and clarity throughout. Adverbial definitions and classifications are consistently applied, with well-explained examples. The language is accessible and appropriate for the intended audience.
6. Originality
By focusing on the syntax and semantics of Dagbani adverbials, a less-studied language, the paper makes a novel contribution to the field. This approach adds fresh insights and data to existing knowledge on adverbial syntax, underscoring the research’s originality. Notably, the study’s originality is further enhanced using primary data collected through fieldwork. This firsthand data collection method provides unique and previously undocumented linguistic information and ensures the findings’ authenticity and reliability.
7. Additional Comments
In section 2.1, the author (s) discuss the syntax of manner Adverbials from related languages but do not give any examples to demonstrate the claims. The author (s) should provide examples from at least two of these languages to give the reader an appreciation of the Dagbani examples. For instance, the author(s) argue that manner adverbials in Akan, Kasem, Dangme, Kinyakyusa, Kenyang, and Shupamem are banned in clause-initial and preverbal positions. This sentence could then connect with the observed examples from the other languages and show how Dagbani patterns like them. 
To enhance clarity, it would be beneficial if the author(s) provided explanations before presenting examples. Currently, the paper presents data first and then offers explanations, which can occasionally confuse readers. By reversing this order and offering context or explanations before introducing examples, readers would be better prepared to understand and interpret the data as they encounter it. This structure adjustment would improve the paper’s overall flow and comprehension.
