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	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.

	The author  examines the Kedang language (KdL) composite, a Mountain Dialect, Hule subdialect, Nilanapo Village, Omesuri District, Lembata Regency. The study was conducted from morphological and semantic aspects. The study used a qualitative descriptive approach, data collection using the listening and speaking method equipped with the techniques of listening involved speaking, listening free involved speaking, speaking face-to-face, recording, noting and documentation. 
Semantically, the meaning of KdL composites states a new meaning that cannot be known in relation to the two core components, a new meaning that can be known in relation to one of the components, and a new meaning that can be known about both components.
	

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

	Satisfactory 
	

	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.

	Satisfactory 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	        Based on the information provided, the content is satiafactory 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	       Satisfactory. The author could have included more references 
	

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

	
       Satisfactory 
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