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L2 Second language
ms Millisecond

MT Machine translation

MTurk Amazon Mechanical Turk

RP Received Pronunciation

SAE Standard American English

UK United Kingdom

VOT

List of Abbreviations

Voice onset time
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GENERAL COMMENTS

Entry 1: 9/10

Entry 2: 9/10

Entry 3: 10/10

Entry 4: 9/10

Total: 37/40, 93%

A really exceptional piece of work, congratulations - I am not sure I could do such a good job myself. Once these are 
de-anonymised I will be contacting you to ask if I can use this as an example bibliography for future years. 
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Reference provided in APA (or similar)

Very clear summary, particular useful and/or easy to follow and/or well-expressed.

It's actually so much more detailed than the other summaries I have read so far that I assumed you must be way over the word count and checked! Well done
on expressing so much in such a short space. 
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Very good evidence of thoughtful critical engagement, e.g. very clear and detailed thoughts on a single issue or several solid points raised, perhaps covering the
paper on its own merits and in connection to the rest of the literature, and/or unusually clearly expressed.

A bunch of good points here but this is probably the best.

Good plan
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Reference provided in APA (or similar)

Very clear summary, particular useful and/or easy to follow and/or well-expressed.
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Is this a problem though - could one argue this is more like real time-pressured speech perception?

Nice
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Good stuff

Very good evidence of thoughtful critical engagement, e.g. very clear and detailed thoughts on a single issue or several solid points raised, perhaps covering the
paper on its own merits and in connection to the rest of the literature, and/or unusually clearly expressed.
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Reference provided in APA (or similar)

Very clear summary, particular useful and/or easy to follow and/or well-expressed.

Good point
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Any solutions you can think of for this, or is it inherent to this kind of experiment?

Exceptional critical evaluation, suggesting very careful thought about the paper. E.g. unusually detailed or insightful comments or connections drawn, and
unusually well expressed.

Really great work

All excellent ideas
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Reference provided in APA (or similar)

Very clear summary, particular useful and/or easy to follow and/or well-expressed.

Slightly harsh but a good point!
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I would assume it!

This is probably the weakest of your evaulative points, simply because it applies so widely - can you make an argument why this is a particular problem for this 
kind of research question?

Also a very sensible idea.

Very good evidence of thoughtful critical engagement, e.g. very clear and detailed thoughts on a single issue or several solid points raised, perhaps covering the
paper on its own merits and in connection to the rest of the literature, and/or unusually clearly expressed.
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