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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
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(Please insert your comments)

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

(Please insert your comments)

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

(Please insert your comments)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2

The author used action research method to conduct the research project, but did not provide
any details on the planning. Where is the data gathering for this action research? What are
the data analysis for your results? The literature review is not sufficient for the actions
proposed.

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 2

Who are the participants? Are there IRB approved for this research? What are the
hypotheses? What is the data analysis?

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by 2
the content.

(Please insert your comments)

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 2

Not sufficient literature review

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed




European Journal of Educational Sciences E=S)

g —
European Scientific Institute

Return for major revision and resubmission Yes

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:




