
 
 

 

 

Paper: “Austrian-Hungarian Diplomatic Relations: 2017-2021” 

 

Submitted: 23 March 2022 

Accepted: 09 June 2022 

Published: 30 June 2022 

 

Corresponding Author: Eniko Gyorkos 

 

Doi: 10.19044/esj.2022.v18n20p1 

 

Peer review: 

 

Reviewer 1: Abimbola Damilola Waliyullahi 

Department of European Studies (Russian) University of Ibadan, Ibadan Nigeria 

 

Reviewer 2: Blinded 

 

Reviewer 3: Blinded 

  



------------------------------------------------------ 

Reviewer G: 

Recommendation: Accept Submission 

 

------------------------------------------------------ 

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

I can not help but to agree that the author meticulously carried out this work. I do 

solemnly agree that the title is clear and reflected the content of the article. 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. It carefully encapsulated 

and boldly summarized the body of the work. 

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

The author should see to few grammatical and spelling errors in the work before final 

publication. 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

Yes. The study methods are conspicuously explained. 

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

Yes. The body of the work does not contain errors. 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

The summary/conclusion is accurate. 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

The author robustly and widely consulted before putting the article together. 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 



  

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Overall Recommendation!!! 

Accepted, minor revision needed 
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