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Compulsory 

REVISION 

comments 

 

This paper presents some information and author’s thoughts regarding 

the use of Likert type scales. Even though the topic is interesting on its 

own, the paper is severely lacking in several important areas. It is not 

clear what the authors want to achieve with it, what was the aim of the 

paper, what thesis are they advocating? Most problems associated with 

Likert scales are not even mentioned in the paper, and the only one that 

receives any serious attention is the one pertaining to the number of 

levels on the scale. Even in this case the authors’ argumentation is not 

very strong and is hard to follow. Overall, the paper doesn’t even begin to 

tackle the problem of responses on Likert type items, and it should be 

reworked from the bottom up. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

The language of the paper is very poor. Most sentences are hard to 

understand as the syntactic structure used is not English. 
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comments 

For specific comments, see attached document. 
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