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

the article. 5

The title effectively communicates the central theme of the study, which is
examining the potential for profit opportunities for college student-athletes. It is
concise, clear, and adequately reflects the content discussed throughout the article.

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. 4

The abstract summarizes the objectives, the scope of the study, and the key findings
well. It provides a good overview of the study's focus on the compensation
challenges and opportunities for collegiate student-athletes, including future
compensation challenges and endorsement opportunities. However, it could be
slightly improved by explicitly mentioning the methods used in the study.

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 4

Based on the content reviewed, the article appears to be well-written with a few
minor errors, which do not significantly detract from the overall readability or
professionalism of the paper.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

The methodology section details the sources of research data, including peer-
reviewed articles, research reports, books, and a survey conducted among student-
athletes at Florida A&M University. This provides a clear understanding of how
data was collected and analyzed. However, a more detailed explanation of the
survey design and statistical analysis could enhance clarity.

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

The results are clearly presented through figures and a discussion that interprets
these findings effectively. The presentation of survey results and the systematic
review approach is straightforward and facilitates understanding of the study's
findings without apparent errors.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. S

The conclusions drawn from the study are well-supported by the evidence
presented throughout the article. The paper effectively argues for recognizing the
value of student-athletes and the potential for their compensation beyond
scholarships, reflecting the content discussed in the results and discussion sections.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

The references listed at the end of the document appear to be comprehensive,
covering a wide range of sources that support the study's claims and discussions.
This demonstrates thorough research and provides credibility to the study's
findings.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 5
the article.

(Please insert your comments)

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. 4

The abstract presents objects, secondary methods and results, but I missed more
details primary methods.

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

There isn’t grammatical error and spelling mistake in this article.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3

The manuscript secondary research methods are explained clearly The manuscript
primary methods are explained mainly clearly. | missed some details from primary
research circumstances, for example the method of asking (personal, phone,
website), method of sampling, number of respondents and period of time of the
questionnaire survey. The hypotheses and the topics of the questionnaire were
missed.

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

In the literature review second page in this paragraph:

“In 2018, of 2.9 million students, ages 16 to 24, who graduated from high school
between January and October 2017, 1.9 million, or more than sixty-six% of them,
were enrolled in college in October (bls.gov, 2018). This number is 3% lower than
the previous year (2017), with more than 69% of high school graduates enrolling in
college.” The correct unit of measure %opoint after number 3, not %.

I missed the year on the second page from these paragraphs:

According to the NCAA, two percent of high school athletes are awarded athletic
scholarships.

According to the NCAA, more than eight million high school students play a sport in
the United States. Still, of this number, only sixteen percent (1,280,000) of these
athletes will continue to compete on the collegiate level at an NCAA school.

The cross-tabulation analyzes (answers and sociodemographic characteristics) and
significance levels are missed from primary research results.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4

Main statistical results (cross-tabulation analyzes and significance levels) are
missed from conclusion.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

(Please insert your comments)
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figures of primary research results, for example: (N =). Two figures are numbered 6 on
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