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	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 study is valuable in the scientific community as it explores the pragmatic function of hedges in environmental issues in TED Talk. This would specially contribute to the field of communication studies and discourse analysis. By understanding the pragmatic use of hedging in discourse, it bridges the gap between hedging strategies and shaping the audience/readers’ perception and response to critical environmental issues. In fact, this paper would help us identify how these TedTalks could support and influence dialogue and encourage a receptive setting with the use of pragmatic features.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable enough for what is being studied. However, I suggest a more succinct title: Hedges and its Pragmatic Impact in Ted Talks on Environmental Issues
	

	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 only contains about the purpose of the study. It lacks the methods used, results/findings, conclusions and its implication. The abstract must contain all of these information. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are enough and are from recent studies. 
	

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


	Yes. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Be cautious with the tense used. Since the study has already been conducted, use simple Past. 

In the Introduction, find a way to smoothly transition from the discussion about hedging to the purpose of the study.

In the Literature Review, some parts are not thoroughly discussed. It needs more in-depth description than just putting up related studies/literature together. Adding further explanation and its significance to the study is highly recommended.
Add implications in the conclusion.  

In general, the paper has addressed all the research questions 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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