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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)
The title is perfect

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

(An explanation is recommendable)

The results should be specific. Highlight the main findings from the correlations and
regression.

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

(a brief explanation is recommendable)
There are a few grammatical errors in translating from Spanish to English.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 1

(An explanation is recommendable)
The methods are discussed but not shown. There is need to show the regression model so that it




can be interrogated. Other variables that determine homelessness should also be discussed.
The peculiarity of the economic crisis period must be discussed and captured in modeling with
a dummy.

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

(An explanation is recommendable)
The body is fairly well written.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 3
content.

(An explanation is recommendable)

The content should be strengthened with statistics and regression results so that the reader can
appreciate the conclusions.
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This is a good paper. Strengthen it with statistics from correlation and regression outputs. Show the regression
model and include in the model other control variables that determine homelessness. Discuss the peculiarities

of the crisis period and show how they could have affected homelessness in your city. Capture the peculiarities
in the model with a dummy for the crisis period. Discuss the case of female homelessness further since it does

not seem to move with unemployment.
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