2. POSSIBLE DIFFICULTIES 
It is possible to say that writing science in English as a second language is more difficult than writing science in a first language (Hanauer & Englander, 2011). When the author is writing in his or her mother tongue he/she knows the impact of the words that he/she is using and knows the importance of that knowledge to the society to which that scholar belongs
. However, when the author attempts to publish in another language, apart from being stressful, slow, laborious, time-consuming, and tedious (Curry & Lillis, 2004; Flowerdew, 1999; Lillis & Curry, 2010; Silva, 1993), the author must deal with difficulty with decreased vocabulary, complications with syntax, unclear modality, and inappropriate usage of idiomatic expressions ( Uzuner ,2008).

After going through all the difficulties that involve the writing process, the author is expected to know how to deal with feedback and reviewers comments, and sometimes these comments are not clear and the notes are insufficient, as in the case when the reviewer say that the language is poor, but does not say how to improve it.  Therefore/As a result;As a consequence the authors are unable to discern what is is that she or he is expected toimprove in the text. According to Flowerdew (2008), more often than expected, authors have the experience of being “stigmatized” during this feedback process; in other words, such writers have complained of discrimination on the part of reviewers and editors based on their English.

3. FLOWERDEW AND STIGMATIZATION
According to Flowerdew (2008),  scholars increasingly need to publish in English, but as mentioned before, to reach to publication the author should know how to deal with reviewers comments, and more than that, the authors should know how to deal with negative comments which are much more frequent in NNEWs submissions ( Flowerdew, 2008, p. 78).
To explain why NNEWs have all these difficulties Flowerdew uses Goffman’s idea of stigmatization, but, at this point, one needs to understand how this idea of stigmatization stigmatization’s idea can be applied in academic writing process. To Goffman general stigmatization could be explained in this way:
While the stranger is present before us, evidence can arise of his[sic] possessing an attribute that makes him[sic] different from others in the category of persons available for him to be, and of a less desirable kind e in the extreme, a person who is quite thoroughly bad, or dangerous, or weak. He is thus reduced in our minds from a whole and usual person to a tainted, discounted one. Such an attribute is a stigma, especially when its discrediting effect is very extensive; sometimes it is also called a failing, a shortcoming, a handicap. (p. 12, as cited in Flowerdew, 2008, p.79).
Having this idea in mind, it is possible to affirm that NNEWs are those “different from others” and to affirm that something is different from other the person should have a pattern in mind and, at this point, what the reader should consider as pattern is the idea of “standard” language, for example the “standard” English. Therefore, if the writers do not use this pattern language that he/she is supposed to use, he/she will suffer this stigmatization process. 
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