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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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1. This paper is important for the scientific community, especially about school 

quality assurance on student achievement. 
2. The article title given is by the article's contents. 
3. The abstract has fulfilled the important points.  
4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 
5. Scientifically, the manuscript is correct. 
6. References are already using the latest edition, but there are still references 

that are more than the last 10 years. 
7. in writing references, please follow the rules of writing that have been 

determined. 
8. Kindly pay attention to writing techniques that must be adapted to the journal 

template. 
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language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications 
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In general the article is good, coherent, and interesting.  
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