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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4 

The title is in line with the main content of the papers and the objective stated in the introduction 

 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 3 

Though well written, the abstraction makes no explicit mention of the cause and the outcome of the 
narrators’confession letters. Only the methods they use are clearly stressed. Besides, the author 
should clearly state the purpose of his study. 

 

 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 4 



article.  

The text is written in a very simple and clear English, which makes its reading and understanding 
quite easy. However, there are few mistakes, awkward sentences and commas missing. I have 
underlined all this in yellow colour and suggested few corrections in bald characters. 

 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 

 

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

The text contains no errors 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 

4 

Yes, the author has successfully demonstrated that derision of oneself and the super structure that 
nurtures gender injustice is an efficient tool the three women-narrators use to transcend their 
suffering and reconcile with themselves 

 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

The references are relevant to the study and comprehensive, but the author should check the 
guidelines of the journal to comply with the presentation of books and articles. 
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The paper is interesting and is a major contribution to psycho-feminist analysis 

and to the fight for the liberation of traumatized women in general, especially as it 

deals with women belonging to different cultural realities (African and African-

American) 
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