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The aim of this review paper is to outline the relationship between oral prosody, written prosody, and dyslexia by

discussing recent neurocognitive findings on prosodic processing and dyslexia. However, the methodology section is not

robust, even the researcher (s) did not mention the findings in the abstract section. So what is the most important finding

of the study? The most important aim of the study is to find “the relationship between oral prosody, written prosody, and

dyslexia ”, however, this relationship is not defined clearly in the abstract section. The author argues “ This includes

practical implications for the use of Computer-Assisted Language Learning (CALL) tools in language teaching. ” So what

are these implications? 

In the major parts of the article, the author just mentioned some quotes from the other researchers without posting her

critical point of view about these statements. The review section is not critical. Finally, the structure and organization  of

the paper are not well established and they should be reviewed for cohesion and coherence issue. For example, in the

“Limitations and Future Research” the author needs to consider not only the limitations in the field but also is her review. 
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