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1. Yes, the manuscriptis important for scientific community.
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 2. Yes, thetittle is appropriate
2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable? 3. The abstract needs to be worked on thoroughly. It must be a summary of the
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proposal, example, “Hence, this phenomenological paper will deal on understanding
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? the experiences of special education teachers in migrating and the adjustment that
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? problem must be rewritten to show the appropriate gap for the study; there
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have should be research objectives/questions. The first paragraph of the research
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form. instrument should rather be the Sampling Procedure. That is, the sampling
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orderly work.
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