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Questions 
Rating Result 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

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

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The title is adequate 

 

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

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The objective, method and main results are clearly presented in the summary. 

 

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

4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

It is suggested to review some aspects of writing 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 



It clearly explains all elements of the method 

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

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

In general terms the manuscript has the important elements and does not show major 
problems as regards its elements 

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

5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The conclusions are adequate 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

A review of the literature appropriate to the subject and recent. It is suggested to review 
some references errors (see attached document) 
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Accepted, no revision needed  

Accepted, minor revisions needed X 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

The article shows interesting findings that contribute to a greater understanding of anger, 

in general has no major problems, only some details of references that it is advisable to 

adjust. 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

The article shows empirical elements that contribute to the generation of an advance in 

the knowledge of the subject of the anger, besides, it does not show major theoretical or 

methodological problems, nor of information analysis. It is recommended to publish. 

 


