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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.  4 



The summary clearly describes the content of the article and the contents that are described. It is 
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The article uses grammatically and orthographically correct English. It lacks a bit of scientific 
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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 
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