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Rating Result
Questions [Poor] 1-5
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 4

The title has clarity and explains the main focus of the paper

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 4




results.

The objectives are clearly elucidated

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

English grammar is of a high level and pretty clear

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

The study methods are focused on literature reviews only. There are no primary
sources of information collected

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain 3
errors.

The body of the paper does not contain any primary sources of information and no
tables at all. The whole paper is based on literature reviews alone. The literature
focuses mainly on those published between 1983 and 2019.

Nevertheless, some analysis based on these may be attempted.

The literature studied could be tabulated or classified into time wise categories and
show how the trend has changed or not. The 86 documents scanned on the basis of
the key words used like ‘owner’, ‘ready-made’, ‘Teadymade’, RMG’ ‘sexually
transmitted disease’, ‘human immune deficiency viruses’, ‘syphilis’, ‘gonorrhea’,
‘chlamydia’, ‘violence’, ‘women and health’, ‘female’, ‘labour’, ‘labor’, ‘garment’ or
‘clothing’ or ‘fabric’ or ‘textile’, and ‘Bangladesh’ could be tabulated to analyze the
trend of the thought process of the garment factory owners. These key words may be
grouped further and made into sub heads

This would bring in a sharp quality display in terms of content and research-
orientation in the study. At present just, a mere literature review does not throw much
light on the quality of the paper.

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

The Conclusions can be made in the light of a content analysis of the sub heads.
Otherwise the paper has begun very well but lacks in research orientation.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

References are in APA style which is the standard mode of display. Some international
organizations’ publications may be included such as the UNDP, UN Women, etc
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