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Questions Rating Result
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 5
the article.

The title is encompassing and adequate for this article

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

The Abstract incorporates all the necessary information. It is well-structured and
the Key Words are well-elected. However, it is too long and detailed and a more
concise form would be more appropriate.




3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 3

(There are some grammatical errors in the manuscript. Most of them have been
highlighted in the attached review. Special attention should be paid to the use of
passive voice instead of “we” to refer to the author. It is also essential to have
quotation marks, apostrophes etc. in uniformity all over the article. A review on
behalf of the author is advisable.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. | 4
The method/ approach for the analysis is clearly defined.
5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. | 4

The body of the article is fluent and enlightening. However, it might be necessary
to provide the English translation of all the movements that have been mentioned
and provide some insight on their activity to achieve the
modernization/westernization that has been mentioned.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4

The conclusion is adequate and compliant with the points made by the author in the
article. However, the first paragraph of the conclusion might be elaborated in the
body — as it is not directly touched upon - for increased understanding on behalf of
the reader.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 4

The references are quite inclusive. However, it is advisable to include in the
references and refer in the manuscript directly to A. Gramsci’s work, not solely to
his references in other works, as the concepts and theoretical approach the authors
primarily rely upon belong to this scholar.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 5

article.

The title is well-defined and accurately represents the article's content.

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

The abstract provides an overview of the objects, methods, and findings.
3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling 3
mistakes in this article.
This article contains some grammatical errors and spelling mistakes

4. The study methods are explained clearly. |5

The study methods are presented in a straightforward and easy-to-understand way.




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

The results are explicit and error-free.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
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The conclusions and summary are clear, accurate, and strongly supported by the
content.
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The references are thorough and relevant.
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The article adequately expresses the limits of fact, space and time required by
scientific conventions. Therefore, the definition of the subject, the expression of the
basic problem and the assumptions of the article are sufficient. In addition, the
sources related to the subject of the study are sufficient in terms of both quality and
quantity. The language used in the article is clear and unambiguous. In this respect, it
is appropriate to publish the article as it will contribute to the related field.



