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Questions 
Rating Result 
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.  3.5 



 

 

Yes, the title is clear and adequate to the content of the article. 

 However, it requires rephrasing for accuracy, cohesion and emphasis. 

Suggested title: 

INTERPERSONAL PROBLEM-SOLVING SKILLS ANALYSIS: 63–92-MONTH-OLD CHILDREN’S DIFFERENT 

VARIABLES  

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results.    4.0 

Yes, the abstract presents the objectives, methods and results. 

 However, it is recommended to state the variables highlighted in this paper while 

mentioning the objective of the research. ( You have mentioned A-G Variables in the 

methodology.) 

 The introductory sentence of the abstract should be reviewed as it is hard to read.  

Suggestion: 

This study evaluates the interpersonal problem-solving abilities of 63-92 months old children in 

terms of different variables. 

 There are few punctuation issues to be reviewed, such as comma before  “…which are 

affiliated to the Directorate of National Education in Erciş District of Van.” 

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

article. 

   4.0 

There are no grammatical and spelling issues. However, there are few punctuation and accuracy 

issues. It is recommended to review the paper from this perspective.  

e.g., “is composed of” instead of using 3 words, you can use “comprises.” 

 

 

4. The study methods are explained clearly.  4.0 

Yes, the study methods are explained. However, it is recommended to convert the introductory 

sentence from passive to active. “In this study, the survey model, one of the quantitative research 

methods, was used.”  

It is suggested to elaborate on "Child Interpersonal Relationships and Attitudes Assessment 

(CIRAA)" developed by Holliman (2010)” to clarify it to the reader. 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.    4.0 

The body of the paper looks fine. However, reviewing punctuation issues is a requirement. 

The titles of the tables are a bit long, and it is suggested to review them. 

Recommended example: 



 

 

Table 5. One-Way Variance Analysis for Interpersonal Problem-Solving Skills According to the Child's 

Mother's Education 

Table 5. Child's Mother's Education: One-Way Variance Analysis for Interpersonal Problem-

Solving Skills 

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

content. 

 3.5 

Yes, the conclusions and summary are accurate and support the paper content. However, it is 

suggested to restate the topic and the significance of the results in the conclusions, which are 

missing points in this paper. 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.   4.0 

Yes, the references are relevant and comprehensive.  
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