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Questions 
Rating Result 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

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. 5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

 

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

3.5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

There are some language (especially verb) mistakes that must be corrected before publication. 

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. 

4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

 

 

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): 

This is a well-researched paper that is well presented and effectively organized. 

The author interacts effectively with previous research on this topic, which she 

applies well to her own research study. There are some language (especially verb) 

mistakes that need to be corrected before publication. Perhaps, the author can 

elaborate on how to remedy these types of errors (made by Saudi students) by 

providing a more detailed scheme. The author does make some suggestions in the 

conclusion, but this part needs to be expanded. 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

I believe that this paper can be published after the author makes the required 



corrections and additions. 

 

 

 

 


