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

the article. 4




(The candidate has provided a justification to the topic through literature. The title
accurately said what the study was about. The author provides a sufficiently
comprehensive study of the topic. The research area is well known in post conflict
peace building efforts in the Sri Lankan scenario.)

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. 4

(The objective is clearly defined in the middle sentence of the objective part of the
abstract. Yes, as the report of a research study, it should be written under the
subheadings or one by one paragraph: objects, Methods, Results, Conclusion. The
words ‘objective’ and ‘discussion’ did not appear in the abstract. On the other
hand, the author does not mark clearly, objective of the research that is to analyze
the role played by the military in the post-conflict peace building process.
According to the full paper, that the candidate has identified his main objective, but
did not appear in the abstract. The method and results also written down clearly.
Result is central to the study’s aims. It is acceptable.

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

(No grammatical mistakes)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3

(The candidate did not provide study methods, but he moved to expressed Cleary
what is the methodology.)

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

(Yes clear, the writer able to keep the continuality of the paper.)

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4

(The author has summarized the key findings, outcomes, or information in the
article. But need to acknowledge limitations and make recommendations for future
work (where applicable)

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

(The references are comprehensive, but | would like to suggest that re-arrange the
bibliography in using only one style.)
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