For Editor
Review
Title: A PHONOLOGICAL APPRAISAL OF HIATUS IN NZEMA SYLLABIC SYSTEM. 

Strength
· The content of the paper conforms to the scope of general linguistics (as Ghana Journal of Linguistics expects), because it provides some insight into hiatus resolution in the Nzema language. 
· The paper makes effort to discuss hiatus resolution both in both descriptive and theoretical terms by applying OT to account for the phenomenon. 
· The subject matter of the manuscript is quite interesting especially the attempt to prove the existence of coalescence as a hiatus resolution. 
· The style of the paper is lively and engaging as it supports the point with examples. 
· The paper provides extensive literature review about useful research in the area of the study.
· Conclusions are based on the findings of the analysis.

Weakness
· The paper does not seem to be original because it appears to be a repeat of Nyame (2017). Moreover, the title does not seem to give a clear indication of what this paper seeks to do different from the earlier publication. 
· The paper`s contribution to knowledge is unclear because it only gives a detailed analysis of arguments on consonant epenthesis and coalescence already made in Nyame (2017). 
· The organization of the paper needs to be reconsidered because the section on methodology is missing but point scattered over. Section 4 is on theoretical framework and five rather on data analysis. 
·  The OT constraints employed, the feature spread and violations in the constraints shows a number of imprecisions that have to be redressed.   
· There are a number of grammatical, structural and sentence construction deficiencies that have been highlighted in the original manuscript for corrections.  
· The gap to be filled and the title of the paper appears to be inconsistent. 
Some suggestions for improvement 0249573675
· Reconcile the title of the paper to the gap that is claimed to be filled. 
· The unified features as employed in the OT account together with the spread, satisfaction and violation of the constraint need to be relooked to do away with the mistaken satisfaction and violations.  
· General editing and proofreading need to be done to address infelicitous issues and structural errors in the paper.
· Introduction and the scope of the paper can be elaborated to bring more value, contribution to knowledge and originality to the paper because in the current state, it only expands on epenthesis and coalescence already discussed in Nyame (2017). Can you spell out any three specific features of this paper that makes it unique from the earlier publication?     
· The specific issue being discussed under background and literature review should be specified rather than just the heading given.
· The order of arranging the headings of the paper should be reconsidered. The methodology can be in section 3, data presentation, analysis and theoretical framework in section 4 and literature review on conceptualization in section 2.
Decision: Review and resubmit 
The paper will benefit from substantial changes such as:
Major issues
· Reconciling the paper title to the gap, orderly arrangement, content adjustment and improvement in the theoretical account. 
· General editing and proofreading to address grammatical and structural deficiencies. 
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