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Paper 1
Your review is too informal and riddling with mechanical writing errors. Write a proper document.

You do highlight critical flaws in the paper, and you state those flaws clearly. Good job. More
depth and detail in the review would be appropriate, though.

Grade: A- and late submission→ B.

Paper 2
A review is not a conversation with your author. It should be a structured document designed to
help your author thoroughly and easily identify problems and understand them. Your review reads
like a transcript of an informal discussion. It is full of sentence fragments, ambiguous or undefined
antecedents, and grammar/punctuation errors, making this document difficult to digest.

You also fail to pull together a few critical observations into a coherent criticism of this paper.
You need to provide a critique of the larger picture, but you comment only on the smaller pieces.

(1) The goal of the author’s paper should not be to show a clear progression of thoughts. The
paper should present an argument. The author’s thought process is immaterial, and should be
subordinate to a clear, flowing, compelling presentation.

Grade: B and late submission→ C+.
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