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

4

The title is clear and adequate to the content of the article.
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results.

3.5

The objectives and results of the study are clear. However, the method depiction needs
clarifications as the author has only mentioned the number of participants without
elaborating on the method applied and how it contributed to the research conducted.
3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in
this article.

3.5

Abstract:
The Brief Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale (BFNE) consisting of 12 items, eight straightforwardly
scored and four reverse-scored items, the 12-item Brief Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale-Revised
(BFNE-II) revised to be straightforwardly worded, and the Brief Fear of Negative... (An expert
audience might find this sentence hard to read. Consider breaking it into two. So, delete

“and” to start a new sentence, as, e.g. Finally, the Brief Fear of negative...)

The item analyses conducted for three different forms and the calculated internal consistency
coefficients also revealed that the BFNE-II and BFNE-S had better psychometric properties than the
BFNE. ( forms, and …)
…students in Turkey due to its theoretically based, robust factor structure and its high reliability
coefficient despite consisting of fewer items.
(It appears that high-reliability is missing a hyphen. Consider adding the hyphen)

Introduction:
P1.
However, despite its common use, it is observed that many studies have been carried out,
especially on the construct validity of the scale, and discussions based on the results of these
studies have continued for many years. (Consider rewriting the sentence as sounds wordy.)

P2
…allows for a more sensitive measurement. ( delete “a” )
The second result is that the single-factor structure assumed in previous studies, both in the brief
and long versions… (for fluency engagement change the word “brief” with the word “short”)
One of the two important results reached by Rodebaugh et al. in this study is that the response
approach based… ( review the citation, year is missing)

P4
..in the fear of …( in fear of…)

P5
…the results of the factor analysis previously conducted (Rodebaugh et al., 2004; Weeks et al.,
2005) and determine the most appropriate way to be followed for reverse-worded items.
(determined)
Based on these results, Carleton et al. (2006) suggested the use of the BFNE-II, which was created
by revising these items to be straightforwardly worded, instead of removing the reverse-scored
items from the scale or leaving them in the scale and not including in the scoring. ( review the
sentence as it sounds wordy)

P7
…convergent and divergent validity, while the reverse-scored items constituted only… (Split the
sentence as it is hard to read, e.g. in contrast,…)

P8
In fact, the purpose ( In fact, is not needed here)

P9
One of these options is to use only eight straightforwardly worded items in the scale (on the scale)

P10
Based on the findings obtained in this study, Carleton et al. (2011) suggest that the four items
revised to be straightforwardly worded, which they consider to be unnecessary and which are
potentially problematic, should be removed from the scale and that the use of the BFNE-S, which is
composed of eight items straightforwardly worded in the original scale, will be more appropriate
both in research and for clinical purposes. ( Review, long sentence)

P11
It is observed that the adaptation studies of the BFNE to Turkish culture were carried out by three
different research groups. (Use active form; It is observed that three different research groups
carried out the adaptation studies of the BFNE to Turkish culture)
…both the total score and two factor scores were also high. ( two-factor)

P12
…the reliability of the second factor scores was quite insufficient. (second-factor…insufficient)

Method:
Measures:
…it was concluded that the scale exhibited a two-factor structure, and eight straightforwardly
scored items were loaded with appropriate values in one factor, and the other four reverse-scored
items were loaded with appropriate values in the second factor. (consider splitting the sentence

as it is a long one)
The correlation value of first factor…( of the first)
The correlation value of first factor with the total score were .97, of the second factor with the total
score were .90, and the correlation value between the two factors were .76. (was in both cases)
Table 1: CFA model indices of BFNE, BFNE-II vand BFNE-S (review)
BFNE: Brief Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale, BFNE-II: Brief Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale Revised, BFNES: Brief Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale Straightforward Items (Scale-revised)

Discussion
This finding can be considered as evidence for the views of many authors stating that the four
reverse-scored items in the scale do not actually reflect a separate structure,…( remove actually)
There is a very high correlation between the eight item scores and the total score (r=.93). (eight-

item)
The high reliability coefficients were obtained with 12 items (.90) for the BFNE-II form and eight
items (.87) for the BFNE-S form. (The high-reliability)

Conclusion
Based on this results,… (These results…)

Limitations
It is necessary to examine which of these three forms of the tool better distinguish (the tool to

better)
…are not involved in educational life… ( it would be better to use “academic life”)
…can be applied to. (Avoid using prepositions at the end of a sentence)
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4. The study methods are explained clearly.

4

The study method is well explained with clear elaboration on the number of participants,
their gender as well as the process of conducting the study and analyzing data.
5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

3.5

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.
6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by
the content.

4

The conclusions are genuine, accurate and supportive to the content of the paper.
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.

4

The article uses an up-to-date reference list that is appropriate to the topic discussed and
comprehensive.
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