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

The title is clear and corresponds to the content of the article. It gives clear indications of what the
article is about and corresponds to the research conducted.

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




The summary clearly describes the content of the article and the contents that are described. It is
necessary to additionally explain which methodological problems are involved.

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

The article uses grammatically and orthographically correct English. It lacks a bit of scientific
discourse, it has flaws such as the use of the word "we" in the conclusion and some parts of the

paper.

To investigate the convergent validity in the sense of the correlations of the factors with the SPF scales, we
in investigated a second CFA model (Model 3) in which the SPF’s scales EC and PT were taken into
account

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

The methodology is clearly and precisely explained. Relevant scientific literature was used.

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 3

The order is clear in the paper, but there is still a lack of scientific discourse. Terms like:
we calculated
We made use

Tables 3, 4 and 5 are merged. Tables should be placed after the paragraph in which the content is
described.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 1
content.
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The literature is relevant and comprehensive.
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The use of personal pronouns should be avoided in the article. A higher level of scientific
discourse should be achieved. This article is an excellent scientific contribution, it deals with
the topic of empathy, which is current. The introduction talks a lot about the medical field,
while the scale is in the school context, so it would be good to achieve a little more
pedagogical context in the introductory part of the article.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:

This article provides a valuable scientific contribution and I suggest that it be published after
changes.



