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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.  2 

I suggest the title to be more representative: : ELECTRICAL POWER GENERATION 
USING FOOTSTEPS USING WATER CUSHIONED SOLES 

 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 
4 

 

(An explanationis recommendable) 

 

 

3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.  5 

 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 

(An explanationis recommendable) 

 



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

SOME ERRORE HAVE BEEN CORRECTED 

 

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

5 

(An explanationis 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 

Most of the references are not mentioned in text   
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1-The suggested title is more representative the system used in the paper. 

2- Most of the references are not mentioned in text   
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