

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Language, Literature and Education: Research Updates

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6288

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	COMPOSITUM OF KEDANG LANGUAGE MOUNTAIN DIALECT, HULE SUB-LANGUAGE, MORPHOLOGICAL AND SEMANTIC STUDY

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter




	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript makes a meaningful contribution by documenting the morphological and semantic features of the composite in the Kedang language (Hill dialect, Hull sub-dialect), a minority Austronesian language, which has previously been subject to limited research. Such research is essential for the conservation of endangered languages and the expansion of comparative Austronesian linguistics. The rich dataset presented here will be valuable for future typological and micro-linguistic studies. This work helps bridge descriptive linguistics with broader morphological theory, making it relevant for both language documentation and theoretical linguistics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Suggested title: A Morphological and Semantic Study of Compositum of Kedang Language (Mountain
Dialect, Hule Sub-Dialect)
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is comprehensive but overly detailed. The author can condense the abstract to highlight the research question, method, findings and resullt, and significance. They can remove technical subtupe details (A8, B7 etc) from the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically valid in terms of data collection and descriptive linguistic analysis. The classification of composites follows established morphological frameworks (Kridalaksana, Chaer).
However, the methodology section needs more transparency (number of participants, IPA transcriptions, ethical approval). The results are accurate but sometimes overly descriptive without deeper analyticalsynthesis. Overall, the work is correct but requires revision for clarity and methodological rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The strengthen sides of this paper is it includes wide range of Indonesian linguistics references and recent works included. But the formatting is inconsistent, please do revise it.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	It is fully understandable but not fully polished. Glosses are inconsistent. The author(s) should improve language editing and standardize glossing and remove the awkward and repetitive English.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript addresses an under-documented language and presents valuable primary data. However, it requires a major revision to improve its structure, should provide more detail about participants, add IPA transcription and ethical declaration. Besides this, the paper requires expanding the discussion with cross linguistic comparisons and theoretical implications. If all of these are followed, the manuscript can play a significant role to Austronesian linguistics and regional language documentation.
The manuscript addresses an important topic and provides valuable primary data. Therea are some issues in the manuscript. With major revisions as my instructions, it could be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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