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 numbering the pages 
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 The introduction part is well structured 
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citations of the different references should be indicated by the reference number in 
brackets  

 Each figure must be accompanied with a title just below before starting the 
description of the results it contains 
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axes of documents. 

 you must follow the instructions to authors (see template of article in the journal) 

 

 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/jpri
https://www.journaljpri.com/index.php/JPRI/editorial-policy


 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Talbi Fatima Zahra 

Department, University & Country Hassan First University, Morocco 

 
 


