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The title does not reflect any meaningful theme or purpose of the article. It may be
reconsidered as “Role of Culture in Establishing Gender Stereotypes in Italy”
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.
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The abstract may be shortened to make it more meaningful and clearer. The first
half of the abstract is out of context and hence only the last portions seem to be
valid. It may begin with the main purpose of the paper, followed by the gender
stereotypes that emerge in Italy based on Cultural and gender dominance region
wise. The language is unprofessional such as “thanks to the survey”
3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.
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Language needs more clarity and needs to be more professional
4. The study methods are explained clearly.
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The whole study seems to be based on only one survey “Gender role stereotypes and
the social image of sexual violence". This was carried out by ISTAT in 2019 (referred
to 2018). Based on this survey the same methodology has been adopted for the
present study. Literature Review is almost missing in the study. Introduction is
sketchy. Methodology is devoid of any rationale for selecting the traditional gender
roles.
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presented without any details of the survey undertaken and in which year etc. What
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stereotypes and the social image of sexual violence" – carried out by ISTAT in
2019 (referred to 2018). What is new or innovative in this article. It seems like a
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published survey. The study has neither been thematically presented. A total of 9 or
10 tables are presented without a single one being diagrammatically presented.
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properly reviewed as there is no literature review either.
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The title is still too broad and could use a subtitle to narrow down the scope of the
study a little bit.

What is the angle, theory or perspective that is chosen to approach the topic?
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.
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The abstract clearly presents the method of research and mentions the results in
summary.
The main premise of this study is quite interesting. The study is thorough and
delves deeply into the issue of gender roles in Italian society, taking into
consideration numerous facets of the subject at hand; namely social, economic,
gender-based and in a way that it pertains to traditional patriarchal social
constructs.
3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

3.5

There are very few grammatical errors such as subject-verb agreement.
There are sentence construction errors and run-on sentences that need to be dealt
with.
4. The study methods are explained clearly.

4

The five items on page 3 ought to be phrased as questions since the declarative
sentence mentions them as questions. The same applies to the numbered parts
where the title is a declarative sentence while the paragraphs describe questions.
The study methods are clearly unpacked and their use are very well explained. The
authors’ exposition of the methods, questions and percentages in details facilitate
the development of the main premise of the study.
5. The results are clear and do not contain errors.
The results are well presented and interpreted in enough details.
The tables are clear and well detailed.
6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.
The conclusions have been presented in a clear manner and the outcomes well
synthesized.
The article does well in not just exposing the results, but also analyzing them in a
thorough way.
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.
The references are appropriate and enough for the current study. They are updated
and recent.
However, the list of references should not be numbered.
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2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.
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applied
3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes
in this article.
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