Review Form 1.7

Journal Name:

Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies

Manuscript Number:

Ms_AJESS_119982

Title of the Manuscript:

Doctoral Degree Changes the Individual Life Expectations: Case Study of PhD Holders from Northeast Normal University

Type of the Article

PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

The universities, the education that they provide, and the expectations that are placed on education
are all subjects that are influenced by a variety of global and social shifts. A complete
comprehension, substantial adaptability, and tangible measures are all required to accommodate
the significant shift. While education is being deepened and systematised, an effort is being made
to provide a better response than in the past to the needs for competence in working life. This is
being done in conjunction with the doctorate education. Indeed, there has been a unified approach
to doctoral education on a global scale, and additional focus has been placed on the new
requirements for competence. The ongoing shifts in the circumstances, however, necessitate the
need for a discussion regarding the future of PhD education and the physicians who will be
graduating.

A suitable title has been chosen for the article.

The abstract of the paper is very detailed; nonetheless, there are a few sentences that might be
difficult to understand.

The organization of the manuscript, including its subsections, is appropriate.

In terms of scientific accuracy, the manuscript is accurate.

Although the references are adequate, they are not recent; you should make an effort to
incorporate all references that are from within the last five years.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The paper is written in a level of English that is appropriate for academic communication;
nonetheless, there are a few sentences that may be difficult to understand.

Optional/General comments
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