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Questions 
Rating Result 
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 
article.  

5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 



 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 
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(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 3 

Writers should take under consideration (and possibly utilize) more folkloristic/anthropologic/social 
theory bibliography, especially as far as the creation and distribution of (cultural) national symbols 
is concerned. 

 

 

 

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation)： 

Accepted, no revision needed  

Accepted, minor revisions needed X 

Return for major revision and resubmission  

Reject  

 

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

A well written and documented article, but it should include major related works, such as: Eric 

Hobsbawm & Terence Ranger, ed. (1983), The Invention of Tradition, Cambridge University Press. 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

It’s an interesting article, but, because of its origin and content, I am unable to check its originality. 

 

 

 


