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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (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 publication adds to the field of cross-cultural pragmatics by comparing directed speech acts in Azerbaijani and British English and expanding the empirical base beyond the Western languages that have been studied the most. It challenges universalist presumptions that equate indirectness with politeness by demonstrating how culture influences directive force. The study enhances theoretical models of authority, hierarchy, and relational alignment by integrating several pragmatic frameworks and providing insights relevant to language instruction and cross-cultural communication.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript, "Formality, Indirectness, and the Syntax–Pragmatics Interface in Azerbaijani and British English Directives," is theoretically and academically adequate. It faithfully captures the main elements of the study (indirectness and formality), its theoretical perspective (interaction between syntax and pragmatics), and its cross-linguistic reach (Azerbaijani and British English).


	

	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 is straightforward, makes sense, and is well-organised. It does a good job of presenting the following:

1. Directive speech acts in British English and Azerbaijani are the primary focus of this study. 

2. Contrastive pragmatics is the theoretical orientation. 

3. The methodology (an examination of 200 institutional directions using a qualitative technique) 

4. The primary conclusions (patterns of directness versus indirectness)

5. The contribution (a negotiation of authority and rapport rooted in a culture)


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Indeed, the manuscript is conceptually and scientifically sound. The qualitative approach aligns with the research questions, the incorporation of pragmatic frameworks is coherent, and the analysis substantiates the conclusions. However, the paper might incorporate illustrative examples from the corpus if they aren't already present and delve a little deeper into the data selection processes and coder reliability to bolster its scientific rigour. Overall, very minor adjustments are required for journal submission, and the work is methodologically and analytically sound.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Every important point you make on cross-cultural trends should be backed up by both old and new research. Make sure to include at least a couple of sources from after 2018 while discussing politeness and indirectness to demonstrate your interest in contemporary discussions. To bolster contrastive discussion, include more non-Western pragmatic studies outside of British and Western European contexts (e.g., East Asian and South Asian studies). 


	

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


	Yes, the quality of the English is excellent enough for academic conversation. There are no significant grammatical errors, and the writing is formal, academically acceptable, and clear. A little editing, such as condensing lengthy words and minimising small repetitions, could further improve readability for journal submission.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
The manuscript is well-written, methodologically sound, and theoretically sound. By successfully integrating several pragmatic frameworks and including Azerbaijani in the comparison analysis, it clearly advances cross-cultural pragmatics.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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