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[Ejal] Editor Decision  

2023-01-11 08:31 AM  

Rustan Santaria, Rusdiana Junaid, Aziz Thaba: 

 

We have reached a decision regarding your submission to Eurasian Journal of Applied 

Linguistics, "How does Class Interaction Affect the Level of Learning Success? Evaluation of 

Learning Reading in Elementary School". 

 

Our decision is: Revisions Required 

 

 

------------------------------------------------------ 

Reviewer A: 

Dear author(s), 

Reviewers have given their comments on your paper.  

Please do the following when you resubmit your revised version: 

https://ejal.info/menuscript/index.php/ejal/authorDashboard/submission/306


• All corrections as per the reviewers’ comments and prepare a table / response letter showing 
corrections done. Your corrections will not be accepted in the absence of this response letter / 
table. 

• All authors’ names, emails and affiliations checked and corrected 
• Add ORCID IDs of all authors  

Please ensure the submission of the revision within 15 days of receiving this mail only in the 

online system. Please do not send your revision by email. If your revision is found satisfactory, 

an acceptance letter will be issued for your manuscript. You will be required to pay the APC 

(that you have agreed upon) within one week after receiving the acceptance letter. 

Please be noted that at this stage you cannot withdraw the paper.  In case you find it difficult to 

do the corrections, please write to the editor (editor@ejal.info) to take the assistance of the 

writing team at nominal cost.  

Editorial Team 

  

Reviewer 1 

The title  “How does Class Interaction Affect the Level of Learning Success? Evaluation of 

Learning Reading in Elementary School”  has a question which is not a good practice in research 

papers unless put rhetorically. Please check and change. Secondly in this very long paper, at very 

few places, I find the investigative spirit of the authors. The whole paper is full of theoretical 

information, detailed data presentation, with very little analysis and interpretation of the data 

collected. For example, in Introduction, you have mentioned a few studies but they do not relate 

to your theme of the research, i.e. reading. The information on class interaction is also too 

theoretical and not supported by relevant studies. In fact, there is no dearth of studies on reading 

and other language skills. The author is this research wished to relate reading skills with class 

interaction, which was a good proposition. It is therefore suggested to focus on the objectives of 

“evaluating the classroom interactions that occurred and knowing the implications for students' 

reading abilities.”  

Third, it is also not clear whether this research is on reading or learning to read. The paper 

reviews a few past studies, and provides theoretical definitions, which is a good exercise to 

provide the background information to readers. However, a comment must be made about it. The 

studies / definitions made by you in the introduction  do not serve the purpose of a literature 

review unless there is the analytical approach in reading those previous studies. There is no litt 

review section in this paper, so it is suggested that these studies in introduction should be given a 

critical view, and analyzed to support your arguments. 

Rest of the paper is fine.  However, you need to refer to author’s guidelines to restructure your 

paper according to the journal template. To summarize those guidelines here, the journal format 

requires a structured Abstract comprising Purpose, Methodology, Findings and Implications for 

Research and Practice, adding recommendations, limitations, in the end; Introduction / Literature 

mailto:editor@ejal.info


Review containing a short background, a few previous studies, theoretical and empirical, 

research objectives, rationale and purpose of this study; methodology, explaining the research 

design, sampling, research procedure, data collection techniques as well as analytical techniques; 

and   results/ discussion section to contain all the findings and analysis. In the end it must include 

a brief conclusion of the research, limitations, recommendations for future research and 

implications for research and practice. Please check and provide what is missing. 

Decision: Minor revision required 

  

Reviewer 2 

The paper is well written but needs to be organized in the journal’s template; there are a few 

ambiguities that must be removed before taking the decision to publish it. For instance, the 

author has not mentioned the rationale for using Flander's Interaction Analysis Categories 

(FIAC). Likewise, there is no validity and reliability tested of the research instruments and the 

author does not mention any previous study having used the same instrument and what were the 

findings. 

Last but not the least, the abbreviation used do not match with the terms outside the brackets, 

which seem to be the abbreviated forms of the Indonesian terms e.g. speaking teacher (GB), 

students speaking (SB), silence (K), teacher response ratio (RRG), teacher direct response ratio 

(RRLG), student innovation ratio (RIS), content change ratio (RPK), and fixed student ratio 

(RST). Please check and make them agree with the English terms. Moreover, later there is 

inconsistency in the use of these abbreviations as seen here: speech intensity (GB) and Student 

talk (SB).Additionally, to improve this paper, I strongly advise the author to follow the journal 

guidelines related to the style and presentation of the paper. 

Decision: revision required 

Recommendation: Revisions Required 
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Participants  

• Admin EJAL (ojsadmin) 
• Rustan Santaria (rustan01) 

Messages  

Note  From  

Dear author , 

There are still major issues in the paper, which must be addressed before 

publishing it.  

The comment file is attached . Please check the comments and resubmit 

Editorial Team   

EJAL 306_Comments _incomplete paper.doc  

ojsadmin 

2023-05-30 10:00 

AM  

Settings  

Revision complate 

EJAL 306_Comments _complete paper.doc  

rustan01 

2023-05-31 05:44 

AM  
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Korespondensi via e-mail (rustan2023@gmail.com)  
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Konfirmasi revisi final sebelum publikasi (tahap kedua) 

 
Konfirmasi publikasi (proses final) 
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