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

the article. 
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Title of the article is clear enough and is aligned with its contents. In order to 

enrich the contents, it might be helpful to include data from countries other than 

those existing in developed economies in Europe.  It may bring valuable light on 

how developing economies in Latin America, Asia and Africa 

have faced and attempted to resolve the problems brought by the lack of adequate 

employment within the student community 
 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 

results. 
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Abstract clearly includes reference to objects and general results of the 

article.  However, there is no indication of research methodology used. 
 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 

mistakes in this article. 
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There are certain grammatical errors and spelling mistakes found along the 

article.  Sentences are sometimes too long and ideas are, in this sense, difficult to 

follow. 
 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3 

There is a general reference to study methods focused on quantitative studies which 

were performed for research purposes.  However, there is no reference to 

qualitative studies which have also been included in the article. 
 

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

Results are clear and do not contain errors.  Including data on how developing 

economies in Latin America, Asia and Africa have faced and attempted to resolve 

the problems brought by the lack of adequate employment within the student 

community, may enrich the results 
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Conclusions appear to be accurate and sustained on the article contents 
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References are overall comprehensive and appropriate 
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Inclusion of data on how developing countries similar to Georgia 

faced and attempted to solve the challenges brought by 

unemployment to the student community, may be 

relevant.  Abstract should also be revised to include certain 

reference to research methodologies used.  Grammatical errors 

should also be corrected. 
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