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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 3 

The title of the article is concrete and appropriate, however, the content has to relate to it and be more 
specific when it deals with the concept of mentoring and to the way in which was analyzed. 

 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 3 

The summary covers the formality of the APA, as soon as I number it's words, however, does not specify 
specifically the purpose of the research, as well as the same type. 

 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.  4 

They are minimal grammatical errors, and there were misspellings in the Commons of the article. 

 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3 

The method not this specified specifically however, manifests a procedure of work performed, need to do 
more explicit method. 

 



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

The body of the document should be more concrete in terms of the objective of research, your paragraphs 
are very extensive, care for the relationship between the sub-item and content. Address the validity of the 
measurement instrument and finally, specify the method of work. 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the content. 3 

The coclusiones has that have relationship with the objective of the research, which in this article not 
concretizes itself the relationships that were achieved with the investigation. Be more specific. They do not 
serve reaches that had. 

 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 3 

You should consider the format APA, when it is direct quotation, long appointment, and attend et.al 
completion for use in his time. In the end, references should contain indent. 
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