
Review Form (Research)
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_155945

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	ATTITUDE OF B.Ed. STUDENT-TEACHERS TOWARDS DISASTER PREPAREDNESS

	Type of the Article
	Research Article




PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript will serve as a reference for the government agencies in handling disaster response action plan that include student-teachers in the hands-on drill through trainings. It will also serve as basis for the education department to revise a curriculum to strengthen the awareness of all students towards disaster preparedness. This manuscript would also serve as a reference for future researchers who would want to further the study into their own respective places to evaluate and compare the results.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3- The title is clear and appropriate for the study but it just needs a little tweak to become more catchy. I suggest the title be revised to “ Disaster Preparedness of B.Ed Teacher Student in Coimbatore District
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2- I suggest make one page abstract that includes introduction, methodology, results and conclusions
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4- Word out the first B.Ed like “Bachelor of Education(B.Ed) so reader would have an idea what this abbreviation B.Ed means.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2- Background should have supporting information, evidences coming from reliable resources such as scholar articles, journal, books, with proper citation. Citation should be last name and year, example (XXX, 2021)
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4- Good, they are well stated.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1- There should be a Literature Review in this manuscript. Literature Reviews can be taken from Journals, Published Articles, Books. Always list the author, year it was published and the title of the book or article for your list of references
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2. If you can include the reference of the survey method you adapted, cite who is the author who developed the survey tool. Also describe and explain why did you choose this method. 
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2- You need to discuss the ethical consideration and it should be after the Population and Sample.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3-The result should be backed up by scholar articles from your review of literature that is why it is important to have a Review Literature Chapter in research. Also observe the proper citation of authors and don’t forget to list them all for your list of references.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2-You should include in your table the standard deviation because it was discussed in your statistical tool and analysis.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3- Provide a Review of Literature, do more research related to your title and objectives.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4- The conclusion needs a literature that supports the results. Every objective discussion should have a supporting literature to make your research more authentic.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2- You need to add the Scope and Limitation of Study. This includes the nature of your participants, where did they came from(district), grade level, and all your objective must be stated here in paragraph form.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3- Add more references and arranged them in APA format in alphabetical form using the last name.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3-It is a nice research except that it just needs some refinement. You need to work on the Scope and Limitation, Review of Related Literature, and Ethical considerations
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Disaster Preparedness of B.Ed Teacher Students in Coimbatore District
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The abstract is substantial but it should be in one separate page in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	It needs improvement as there are lacking important parts like Scope and Limitation of the study, Review of Related Literature and Ethical Considerations. All the discussions needs to have a citation from other authors of scholar articles.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Add more references, minimum of 10. Find references that can support your results and is related to your objectives.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	-Minor respondents should have an informed consent from parents.
-Discuss how you give them a token of appreciation while they were doing your survey.
-Do they have the right to stop answering should they feel uncomfortable while doing the survey
	



PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	

[bookmark: _GoBack]Insert the lacking part of manuscript like the Scope and Limitation, Review of Related Literature, Ethical Considerations. Also provide citation to your discussions.

	



Reviewer details:
Marilou Jimenez Tan, Lee Williams High School, USA
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