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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
This paper, entitled “A STYLISTIC ANALYSIS OF WILLIAM SHAKESPEARE’S POEM 
“WINTER,”  is a very good one . The researcher dealt with Shakespeare’s poem 
“Winter,” from a linguistic point of view. He succeeds in delineating the poetic 
features of the poem. The writer shows his craftsmanship in referring to the 
elements of semantics, linguistics, and stylistics spotted in the poem. In a word, it 
can be said that the manuscript is an excellent one.  
 
 

Thank you, Due corrections have been made. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
In this paper “A STYLISTIC ANALYSIS OF WILLIAM SHAKESPEARE’S POEM 
“WINTER,” there are just a few typos that can be corrected and then permitted to be 
published 
 [see the manuscript] 
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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) 
 
 

 
 

 


