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Reviewer F: 

Recommendation: Revisions Required 
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The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

The title is interesting, but it has not been represented genrally about the issue, i 

would suggest another frame of title such as Serbia and france: the special 

relationship? 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

The abstract has not Viewed a brief analysis results 

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

It is well written 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

The method has not been clearly defined, such as qualitative, or content analysis, or 

discourse analysis, or etc. 

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

It is enough to describe the content but It would be helpful to explain the reason of the 

research if you can describe the main Statement of problems of this issue 

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

It is enough to descirbe the content 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

It is enough to support the content 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

3 

  

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 



[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

3 

  

Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

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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