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For the attention of Reviewers:    
Thank you for agreeing to participate in the review process of a manuscript submitted for publication in the journal of Translation and Languages TRANSLANG. The reviewers ensure that the articles reviewed comply with the journal's requirements. Argumentation and recommendations, according to the reviewing criteria, are mandatory. All fields of the review form must be completed. We primarily appreciate comments and suggestions for revision that are formulated directly in the text (“revision” function in Word), the corrections made by the author(s) will be facilitated.    

Please complete all relevant fields. For assistance, please contact editor-in-chief by email:  
ghaniaouahmiche@gmail.com 

We primarily appreciate comments and suggestions for correction that are made directly in the text of the article ("review" function in Word). The correction work done by the author (s) of the article will be made easier.    
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Hereby I state that submitted review is done  objectively and indifferently and is solely based on scientific and ethical standards.
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Evaluation criteria:   

	Objective criteria 
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	Accept/Minor Revision 
	Major Revision 
	Reject

	1. Title relevance to content
· The article title is appropriate. 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Originality and research significance
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The theme is clear, concise and relevant to the themes of the Journal.
· The theme is original in terms of contribution to knowledge, relationship with similar studies. 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Clarity of thesis and relevant issues in teh abstract and the introduction 
· Does the abstract accurately reflect the content and purpose of research.  
· Do key words provide adequate index entry for the article (up to 7 words)? 
· Is the significance of research explicitly stated? 
· Does the introduction contain clearly stated research objectives? 
· Is the statement of purpose argued persuasively in the intrduction?      

	
	
	
	
	
	 
	
	
	

	3. The literature review in terms of  relevance and sufficiency     
· Does the manuscript adequately tie to the relevant literature?    
    
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Theoretican and conceptual framework:    
· Is the knowledge of the theoretical background of the topic addressed in the manuscript evidenced? 
· Is the knowledge of the concepts and the theories in which the manuscipt inscribes reflected?  
· Have the claims of the article been substantiated at the theoretical and the  bibliographical levels? 
· Is the Command over disciplinary terminology satisfactory?  

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Research methodology 
· Is the research methodology sound and appropriate? Does it lead to pertinent results?  
· Is the research methodology clearly explained? (sampling, data collection methods, and data analysis) 
· Does the manuscript show methodological rigor in data processing?  
· Are the methods appropriate and precisely documented?  
· Are Research Design and Data collection procedures accurately described and apllied?       
· Are all figures, tables, and charts necessary and appropriate?  
· Are the theoretical and/or empirical results correctly presented methodologically? 
· Does the study allow the results to be generalized (Ecological Validity Index)? 
· In the case of a statistical  analysis, is precisely documented?        

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Findings and discussion in terms of importance and relevance 
· Does the overall discussion of the issues raised in the research provide evidence and counterevidence of the author’s own findings and research results?     
· Is the discussion clear and concise, without repetition and reasoned/ supported by the data?  
· Are the conclusions clear and concise?  
· Do the conclusions illustrate the research results, findings and recommendations showing what is new and giving suggestions for future research?   

	
	
	
	
	
	 
	
	
	

	Clarity and Text structure       
· Is the manuscript organized in such a way that the structure and sequence as it is developped ensure logical, structural and formal texture?   
· Are the quotes pertinent and are duly justified in the development of the topic? 
· Are the examples relevant and do they facilitate the understanding of the subject matter? 
· Should some parts of the article be shortened, deleted, extended or refined?  

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Readability and Writing Style:   
· Does the aothor show a mastery of linguistic structures through the correct use of writing and spelling rules?
· Would you recommend some refinements in terms of style or language? (to be precised within the manuscript)  

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Referecing and bibliographical sources 
· Is there compliance with the guidelines established by TRANLANG journal? 
·   Can the citation, referencing and bibliography according to APA7 guidelines be easily checked?   
· Is the bibliography pertinent and updated? Does it include sources of recognized figures in the field addressed? Does it  contain references elicited from TRANSLANG journal?   
·  Are the references clearly indicated in the text and in the bibliography?   
· Are the references cited appropriate, relevant, sufficient, diversified and recent? 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Contribution to the field: 
· Does the manuscript present new ideas or an enriching critical analysis (original scientific contribution, new approach)? 
· For a text with mainly non-empirical persepctive, how do you assess the scope of the theoretical framework developed (relevance and extent of the contribution for the field under study)?     

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



* 9 indicates the lowest value and 1 is the highest.    
 

Further Reviewer Comments Regarding Disposition of the Article: 

Comments for the Author(s):   

Give possible suggestions in case you think some amendments and refinements are needed. These comments may be added to the reviewer’s comments inserted into the text of the article.The file should be atatched via ASJP. Use as many lines as needed. 
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Comments for the Editor-in-Chief:   

Only reviewers’ comments related to manuscripts showing heavy plagiarism and/or articles already published are to be communicated confidentially to the Editor-in-Chief.   

Referee Recommendation  

Please indicate which of the actions below you recommend.  
(1). Accepted, no significant alterations suggested.  
(2). Accepted, but suggest changes to the article as specified in this review (or subject to minor changes).  
(3). Rejected, major revsions and resubmission.  
(4). Rejected, the paper is more suitable for publication in another journal such as: 
(5). Rejected, no further consideration.     
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