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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 
 

 
Underwhelming Introduction part: 

 One sentence about the aim of the article; 

 No justification of the topic;  

 Shallow theory/research with small number of citations;  

 Nothing regarding the methods;  

 Missing even a hint of Contribution of the article;  

 Insufficient Grammar. 
 
Unacceptable Conclusion (5 lines of copy-pasted text is not a conclusion). 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Nearly acceptable Discussion: 

 Missing Contribution which is absent throughout the whole article;  

 Rest is appropriate with slight discrepancies; 

 Abstract says differences between gender, discussion says no differences, then 
again conclusion mentions differences;  

 Insufficient Grammar. 
 
Acceptable Abstract: 

 Could be clearer;  

 Most of it is copy-pasted from body of the article;  

 Insufficient grammar already. 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
Appropriate Methodology part: 

 Very decent data set;  

 Interesting methods although no explanation to what they are and why they were 
chosen;  

 Debatable initial interpretation of the results 

 Insufficient Grammar. 
 

 

 

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: Martina Blašková  

Department, University & Country Police Academy of the Czech Republic, Czech Republic 

  
 
 
 


