
 



 



Bukti Review 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



  



 
 

Peer Review Report 

Notes 

 Please return the completed report by email within 21 days; 

  

About HRPUB 

Horizon Research Publishing, USA (HRPUB) is a worldwide open access publisher serving the academic 
research and scientific communities by launching peer-reviewed journals covering a wide range of academic 

disciplines. As an international academic organization for researchers & scientists, we aim to provide 
researchers, writers, academic professors and students the most advanced research achievements in a 
broad range of areas, and to facilitate the academic exchange between them. 

Manuscript Information 

Manuscript ID: 19515755 

Manuscript Title: Vocabulary Size among Different Levels of University Students 

Evaluation Report 

General Comments 

The paper addresses a topical issue – the breadth (or size) of learners’ vocabulary knowledge, 
which determines their second language competence. To tell the truth, this is hardly a new 
insight. 

Advantage & 
Disadvantage 

The authors start with something sufficiently general, but fails to draw the reader in by 
applying that general idea to the topic at hand. Introductions should be general but not too 
general. We know that a large vocabulary is needed to function in a language. We know that, 
typically, language learners need much more vocabulary; they lack the necessary amount of 
vocabulary items due to the reality in many L2 classrooms – hours of instruction fall well short 
of what is needed to achieve the required level of vocabulary breadth (or size) and depth (or 
quality). Learning at least 10,000 base words in an L2 is a daunting task for most learners. It 
should be noted that researchers disagree on precise word counts. 
But, here, a major question to the authors of the paper arises: What is the point of measuring 
the breadth (size) of learners’ vocabulary knowledge in this particular study? The paper 
neither provides a solid literature review nor draw any novel conclusions. In most cases, the 
authors simply fail to express themselves adequately. Thus the title of the paper needs to be 
reformulated. What is meant by the “different levels of university students”? Also, one of the 
objectives of the study – “to understand the relationship between the academic year and 
students’ English vocabulary size” – seems to be absolutely vague. What is meant by this 
“relationship”? These are just a few example of the authors’ inability to articulate the ideas 
clearly 

How to improve 

Whether a paper involves outside research or not, it needs to have a thesis statement. The 
authors need to make their ideas more concrete by coming up with a thesis sentence(s).  A 
thesis indicates the main argument of the paper. Most important, a good thesis should be 
debatable, specific, and concise. 
The authors need to explain the point of measuring the breadth (size) of learners’ vocabulary 
knowledge.  

Also, the authors need to scope candidate tests to measure the breadth of learners’ 

vocabulary knowledge and to select the one that best fits. Certainly, there are many 

good candidates, for instance, PVLT and WAT. Lex30 might also be considered. 



Otherwise, the authors need to validate the choice of VST. 
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Manuscript Information 

Manuscript ID: 19515755 

Manuscript Title: Vocabulary Size among Different Levels of University Students 

Evaluation Report 

General Comments 

The paper provides an analysis of English vocabulary knowledge on the part of students 

from different levels at a University in Indonesia. The study makes a minor contribution to 

the field as the context for data gathering is local, as shown in the research questions. The 

use of English needs to be revised as there are quite a few relevant errors. Other formal 

features like bibliography and cites would need to be revised.  

 

Advantage & 
Disadvantage 

The goal of this study might sound interesting in this particular context but it lacks a 

research approach and objectivity that might prove benefits for other scholars in other 

contexts. 

How to improve 

-Description of research and results should be in the present simple or present perfect, not 

past simple. 

-Revision of language needed, e.g. “they have to have”, “may have not enough time in learning 

English in the classroom”, “Total population sampling utilized to analyze the students”, etc.; better 

expression of ideas is required, e.g. “produce the target languages in English communication”, 

which are the target languages? or “to introduce some new vocabularies every meeting” 

(incomprehensible). The paper needs a deep revision and total rewriting regarding use of 

English. 

-Not much reference to literature on the topic. 

-Deeper description of the context needed. 

- How has the Vocabulary Size Test (VST) been adapted from Nation and Beglar? 

-Authors need to be cited properly. 

-All references need revision in terms of norms, consistency, etc. Updated bibliography would 

be essential. 
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