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[Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 5
the article.
(Please insert your comments)
The title is clear and adequate to the content
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 4
results.
The abstract needs some editing and proofreading.
3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 3
mistakes in this article.

See comments on the original manuscript. There are grammatical errors and
spelling mistakes which impair the smooth readability of the manuscript.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3

There is a slight mentioning of the study methodology.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3

The results could be supported by further examples from the story selected.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 3
See comments for author and editors.
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 2

The references should be redone and the appropriate APA referencing style should
be used.

Many references have been included in the reference list but not referred to in the
discussion.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation):
Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The overall study presents a new topic which would enrich literature research library
and domain. However, there are some recommendations for the author:

No period should be placed at the end of the title.

A proofreading and language editing should be done as there are language, punctuation,
and grammar errors in the manuscript.



Refer to APA one block quote documentation.

APA in-text and parenthetical citations should be used appropriately.

The author should specify where the narration of the plot of the story ends in the
manuscript.

References should be revised.

Date of publication and page numbers of some quotes are missing. (p. 8).

Be consistent in using the names of characters throughout the study.

The author could mention more proactive and reactive instances and link them to the
themes of the current study.

The theme that family can tackle any problem if its members stand as one strong front
against adversary power should have been explained in the analysis and supported by
examples from the story.

The quote on page 10 should be contextualized in the analysis.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:

If all comments are addressed and rectified, another review process might be
conducted.

The paper could be accepted for publication provided that the recommendations are
addressed by the author.

The APA writing style should be consistent and appropriate.

A proofreading and language editing should be done as there are language, punctuation,
and grammar errors in the manuscript.

The themes concluded at the end of the study should be explained in further details and
supported by instances form the story understudy.

Some sentences should be rewritten so that they do not distract the attention of the
readers from the main theme.



