

[bookmark: _Hlk39858962]Comments on GJL paper: HUMOUR IN AKAN DAME ‘DRAUGHT’ GAMES
I find the paper quite interesting and innovative, especially given the fact that this type of conversational humour in the African context has not been documented in the literature. Yet, there are some loose ends which the author would need to fix to make the paper read better.
The manuscript contains specific and a few general comments. However, more general comments are indicated for specific sections, below.
Section  4
Superiority Theory is in no way related to the Dame game here. I feel it will suffice to discuss Superiority theory and how it relates to teasing/put downs in game spectatorship.
Section 6
In your abstract, you claimed to have collected some of your data through semi-structured interviews: this is not stated here. 
Section 7
Your analysis and discussion do not imply or reflect the use of semi-structured interviews to gather data.
References
1. The citation, “XXX”, is not acknowledged here.
2. Please, arrange  surnames alphabetically throughout.
3. Is Palmer 1993 or 1994?
4. Is Dolphyne 1988 or 1998?
5. Is the author Gruner or Grunner? And then is the publication 1978 or 1997?
6. Buah (1998) is not listed here.
7. The following citations are not available in-text: Archakis & Tsakona (2005), Foot & McCreadie (2006).
General Comments
1. Is “dame” not identical with “draught”? If yes, the author will have to delete all instances of “dame draught” in the paper.
2. The author’s claim (in your Abstract) of the use of semi-structured interviews, as part of the data collection procedure, is not exemplified throughout the paper.
Conclusion
In light of the foregoing, I hereby recommend that the paper is PUBLISHABLE WITH MAJOR REVISIONS.
[image: C:\Users\Entwerss\Downloads\SIGNATURE EDIT.jpg]Yours faithfully,

Dr. Akin. Adetunji.
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