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Extended definition
Return this form with your comments on it to the author through the discussion forum.
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PART 1: CONTENT
Does the Extended definition include the necessary elements?
· Underline the sentence definition
· Find and mark the 4 different types of defining information. 
Which of the eight strategies have been used?
	1. Analysis of parts 
	(What are its parts?)

	2. Operating principle 
	(How does it work?)

	3. Applications/examples
	(How is it used or applied?)

	4. Analogy / Comparison
	(Is it similar to something already familiar?)

	5. History 
	(What is its origin and background?)

	6. Advantages/disadvantages 
	(What are the strengths or the weaknesses?)

	7. Requirements 
	(Materials or conditions needed to make it work?)

	8. Physical appearance/ features
	(What does it look like? What are its characteristic features?)


· Are the original sources cited (e.g., Smith (2014) or [3]) in the text? 
· Have these sources been correctly formatted and listed in the References/Bibliography?

PART 2: FORM
Does the text follow the readability principles?
· Place familiar information before new? 
· Use constant or stepwise topical progression to connect sentences?
· Place topical information in subject position? 
Mark below (or in the text) the problems and their location in the text (the line no.) 
	
	Too informal style   Line nos. 5, 7 & 10.


	|_|
	Too informal style (choice of words)

	|_|
	Incorrect or lack of formal connectors (e.g. this means that  thus; the problem is that  however)

	|_|
	Obvious grammar mistakes (verbs, articles, punctuation, spelling)

	|_|
	Unclear sentences /ideas

	|_|
	Terms that require explanation?

	|_|
	Problems in staying on topic
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