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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. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

 

 

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

(An explanation is recommendable) 

The methodology is not specified. 

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

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

There are some grammatical errors in references (punctuation marks). 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2 

(An explanation is recommendable) 

The methodology is not specified. It seems to be a bibliographic review of studies of the issue. 

The study doesn´t indicate the context (when and where). 



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

(An explanation is recommendable) 

 

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

4 

(An explanation is recommendable) 

 

7. The references are comprehensive and according to the APA 
citation style. 

(All the sources in the list of references are cited in the content and vice 
versa) 

2 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The page numbers should be added at the end of the sentence. 

There are some grammatical errors in references (punctuation marks). 

The font size should be reviewed. 

 

 

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): 

 

The methodology is not specified. 

The study doesn´t indicate the context (when and where). 

There are some errors in references. 
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