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Questions Rating Result

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 4
the article.

The title is well presented in a well-developed narrative, The title words are within
the range of maximum of 15 words in in a scientific paper.

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

The abstract should not exceed 200 words in length, written using Times New
Roman 12 letters and numbers, single-spaced. The abstract must be structured to
include (1) background; (2) method; (3) research results; (4) conclusion. The
background consists of 2-3 sentences about the background and reasons for
conducting the research with the selected title. The background ends with a




sentence stating the research objectives. The method contains a research design,
participants and sampling techniques, instruments, data analysis techniques. The
results contain the main and important findings of the research data analysis. If the
research is quantitative, then findings of the relationship/influence of variables, or
group differences must be followed by an estimate of the size of the
relationship/influence/difference, 95% confidence interval, and p-value, which are
written in brackets, and at the end of the sentence, the findings are. The p-value
should be reported as 3 digits after the decimal, for example, p = 0.027. For
example, the interpretation of a particular relationship (OR = 5.67; 95% CI 4.44 to
9.23; P =0.027). The conclusion consists of 1-2 sentences of research conclusion.
The conclusion section can be added to the implications of the research results

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling 9
mistakes in this article.

There were grammatical errors and spelling mistakes which needs to rectified by
the author.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. |3

This section contains research methods, including research design, participants,
instruments, research procedures, data analysis techniques. [Justify, Times New
Roman 11, spacing 1,15]:

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

This section is divided into two parts. The first section presents the characteristics
of the sample data (study population), that is, a sample of the population, in which
the relationship/influence of variables / or group differences is analyzed.
Description of the sample (study population) is important so that readers can
interpret and apply the research findings appropriately, whether about the
relationship between variables, the effect of a variable on other variables, or group
differences if any.

The second part is the results of the analysis of the relationship/influence of
variables / or group differences. The analysis results need to be accompanied by
correct interpretation (interpretation). Interpretation in the form of words must not
provide the same information (redundancy) as information in the form of numbers
which is clearly meaningful without the need for additional words.

Use tables/graphs/figures that contain the interpretation of the results of the data
analysis to make it easier for the reader to understand the results of the text
research. Use of tables and figures should refer to APA Style 7th edition [Justify,
Times New Roman 11, spacing 1,15]

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4

All figures and tables should be cited in order. For initial submission, please
embed figures, tables, and their captions within the main text near where they are
cited. At revision, figures should be uploaded separately, as we need separate files
for production. Tables and all captions should be moved to the end of the file.)

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 3

References should use a name-date format, not numbers. Enclose citations in
parentheses with authors in upright text (non italics) as in: (Smith et al., 2009) or
Smith et al. (2009).

References in supporting information must also be included in the reference list of
the main paper, or in a designated section in the main paper so that they will be
discovered, linked, and indexed. A separate list in the supporting information is not
necessary. References are not included in word counts for excess length fees.




In the References section, cite the data/software described in the Availability
Statement (this includes primary and processed data used for your research). For
details on data/software citation as well as examples, see the data and software
citation section of the Data & Software for Authors guidance.

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

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

1. To frequently check on spelling errors.
2. To highlight punctuational mistakes.
3. Toimplement appropriate writing strategies.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:



Reviewer B:
Recommendation: Revisions Required

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

The title is clear and perfectly matches the content of the document

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

Yes, and there is compliance with the methodology used PRISMA

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
Indeed, some grammatical errors exist but the author is invited to take care of them.
The study METHODS are explained clearly.

Yess

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

The content of the document is clear. However, it deserves to be worked on to avoid
repetition on the importance of the project at the level of several parties. This gives a
redundant appearance

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

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

Yes

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]
4

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4



Overall Recommendation!!!
Accepted, minor revision needed

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
| suggest that the authors correct the remaining errors by taking into account the few
observations that | have inserted in the document




