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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 5

the article.

The title is concise and accurately resumes the content.

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. | 5

The abstract presents in a clear way the objective, the methods and, also, the results
of the research

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

| identified several small grammatical errors:

p. 1 - Publication of official health reports (The publication)
p. 2. - since for Venuti accuracy is somewhat related to a... - something / somehow
related to




p. 3 - However, fluency is a skill that distinctively belongs to human brain — to the
human brain

p. 3, 16 - fluency deals with persons, while accuracy has to do... - fluency deals
with people

p. 11, 13, 17 - All definition are from the PubMed-Medline - All the definitions are
from the PubMed-Medline

p. 15 - sangue, urine e feci devo essere raccolti - devono

p. 21 - The reasons why such translations have been performed is not clear, - The
reasons ... are not clear / The reason ... is not clear

p. 22 - some linguistic and translation phenomena as well the application of... - as
well as the application of...

| would also recommend a more concise language in some situations:

p. 1 - There are a number of ways to conduct translation of official reports — several
ways

p. 4 - into fragments containing approximatively the same number of lines -
containing approximately the same number

p. 5 - F > 90: readability for middle school student - for middle school students

p. 12 - and can be divided in many branches of medicine - divided into

p. 14 - For the phrase, ...alle differenze correlate - For the phrase ...alle differenze
correlate

p. 16 - Possessives by and large can only be adopted with — This phrase is not very
clear and should be rephrased or inverted commas should be added

p. 19 - using a certain amount of technical and sub-technical medical terminology
together with some standard language — a certain standard language

p. 21 - but 10 of the 20 reports were targeted to the general public — targeted at
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 3
the article.
| believe the title is a bit vague as it is and could use some extra details (what kind
of digital assessment, what kind of reports)
2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. ] 5
| have proposed some changes in the abstract (see the attached file) but other than
that the abstract is fine.
3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.
There are some evident errors in grammar, syntax and choice of words that
sometimes make the reading a little more difficult, especially in the . I made some
adjustments using the tracking mode (see the attached file) for the first part of the
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paper as a starting point but I strongly suggest the author(s) closely read through
and revise the paper in its entirety.
4. The study methods are explained clearly. | 4
Some improvements may be made to this section, such as moving the information
on the corpus in the Results section to the Materials and Methods section and
presenting the original scales as well as the modified ones in order to allow the
reader to better understand the extent of the work that was carried out.
5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. |5
The results are clearly presented and illustrated by the author(s).
6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

5
supported by the content.
The conclusions are well connected with the author(s)’s thesis, findings and
considerations.
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 5
The references are comprehensive, appropriate and in line with the paper’s field of
study, methodology and text types.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed
Accepted, minor revision needed X
Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject
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The paper deals with a very interesting and relevant matter that should raise
awareness of common issues with ITA<ENG translation in view of its impact on the
non-expert audience’s understanding of disease and healthcare. The author(s)’s claims
are well argumented and supported by the quantitative data and the qualitative
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well as the positioning of certain pieces of information and some points to be cleared.
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