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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback 
here) 

Is the manuscript important for the scientific community? 
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer 

Yes it is important because it deals with a fundamental issue nowadays: social and 
emotional competences. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind? 

Yes it is suitable. No alternative title is needed  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions 
 

Yes it is clear  

Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for  
scholarly communications? 
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions 

No suggestion  

Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness 
of different sections of the manuscript. 

There are a few aspects to consider: 

1. The authors say that they are “under graduates in Education” – so in Education in 
general? how many men and women, what ages, when was this study carried 
out? at the end of the internship? 

2. In which university these students studied? 
3. did this questionnaire already exist before it was applied or did the authors 

construct it? regardless of one thing or the other, the authors will have to explain 
this questionnaire better... 

4. Which school years did the students do the intership? 
5. In the discussion it will be essential to discuss the results obtained with the results 

of other studies 

-  

 

Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper,  
recent and sufficient? 
If you have any suggestions, please write here. 

I think they should have more references so they can have a better discussion and there 
is same mistakes: 

1. Jones, S. M., & Doolittle, E. J. (2017). doesn´t exist in the section References 
2. Goddard, Hoy, & Woolfolk Hoy, 2004 in the section References appear 2000 and 

not 2004 
3. Karen (2003.) doesn’t appear 
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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) 
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