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Does the paper make a novel contribution to the understanding of the
topic under investigation? [max 250 words]

Not really. The paper makes a critical review of the problems of different
analyses for accounting of the presence of exclamative 'que' and inversion, but
offers no solution. Most of the problems had been already noted in the
literature.

Is the empirical content of the paper sound (i.e. the data are collected and
presented properly, the experiments are well designed, the statistics is well
done, the examples contain no spelling mistakes, etc)? [max 400 words]

The empirical content is sound, but the author should have considered other
evidence for his/her arguments, like dislocates, which appear systematically
before the wh-exclamative in Spanish (cf. data from Italian).

Is the argument coherent and sound, with no major flaws and/or
shortcomings, within the context of the theoretical assumptions made by
the author? [max 500 words]

The argumentation is weak, leaving aside technical possibilities that might
prove relevant.

Are there any relevant scholarly works that have been overlooked by the
author? If the answer is YES, please provide the full references.
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Have you seen this paper, its content, the proposed analysis, or the
conclusions published in other venues? [If your answer is YES, please add
the relevant reference.]

No.

]If you reject the paper, do you have any suggestions for how to improve
it? [max 500 words]

I suggest including a positive proposal, and widening the perspective to include
more data.



