12

EUROPEAN
6 REASONS TO

PUBLISH WITH ESJ SCIENTIFIC

« Visibility

« Agilit
. Ir?tlelrr?auonallsallon JOURNAL

* Quality
» Transparency
« Open Access

XESI

Paper: “Demographic Gaps in Some Latin American Countries (1985-2020)”
Corresponding Author: Giuseppina Sacco

Doi: 10.19044/esj.2020.v16n22pl

Peer review:

Reviewer 1: Bupinder Zutshi
Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi-India

Reviewer 2: Francesco D. d’Ovidio
University of Bari “Aldo Moro”, Italy

Reviewer 3: Bola L. Solanke
Obafemi Awolowo University, Nigeria

Reviewer 4: TOMA Ernesto,
Universita Degli Studi di Bari Aldo Moro, Bari, Italy

Published: 31.08.2020



ESJ Manuscript Evaluation Form 2020

This form is designed to summarize the manuscript peer review that you have
completed and to ensure that you have considered all appropriate criteria in your
review. Your review should provide a clear statement, to the authors and editors, of
the modifications necessary before the paper can be published or the specific reasons
for rejection.

Please respond within the appointed time so that we can give the authors timely
responses and feedback.

NOTE: ESJ promotes peer review procedure based on scientific validity and technical
quality of the paper (not perceived the impact). You are also not required to do
proofreading of the paper. It could be recommended as part of the revision.

ESJ editorial office would like to express its special gratitude for your time and
efforts. Our editorial team is a substantial reason that stands ESJ out from the
crowd!

Reviewer Name: Professor Bupinder Zutshi | Email:

University/Country: Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi- India

Date Manuscript Received: 16th June 2020 Date Review Report Submitted: 19th June 2020

Manuscript Title: Demographic Gaps in Some Latin American Countries

ESJ Manuscript Number:

You agree your name is revealed to the author of the paper: Yes/No YES

You approve, your name as a reviewer of this paper, is available in the “review history” of the paper: Yes/No Yes

You approve, this review report is available in the “review history” of the paper: Yes/No  Yes

Evaluation Criteria:

Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a
thorough explanation for each point rating.

Rating Result

Questions [Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]

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

Yes the title broadly reflects the content of the research paper. My suggestion
is that period of study should also be incorporated in the title. | would suggest
the following title

Demographic Gaps in Some Latin American Countries ( 1985-2020)




2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and )
results.
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The abstract should provide informative and balanced summary of what was done and what
was found. Method and study’s design should be also indicated briefly. The Abstract crisp and
succinct, within 250 words. .

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 3
mistakes in this article.
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The author should provide the DOI or URL of each online source. Reference list should be
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