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paper can be published or the specific reasons for rejection.

Please respond within the appointed time so that we can give the authors timely responses and
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Evaluation Criteria:

Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a thorough
explanation for each point rating.

] Rating Result
Questions
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 3

The title is not clear. Because is difficult to understand what the author wish study on Fileding’s
technique. I'm sure that will be better change the title

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 1

In the abstract is necessary explain: objective, methodology, results and discussions and
conclusion. It’s not clear: “The present study sheds some light on Fielding’s technique”. Is very
important explain what is the main objective of study.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this

article. 4

No mistakes grammatical. But in some parts of the text, the author don’t say the publication date.

Descartes (XXXX) is necessary to say the publication’s year

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2

No. It’s necessary to explain the study methods in the abstract and as a chapter of article. There is
not an analyses chapter and results an discussions.

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4

There are some parts not clear. It’s necessary explain better the irony in the examples.
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What is difference between Satire and romance in terms of humor? It’s not clear.

Explain better what’s mean “While farce depends upon the physical use of power and romance
upon hopes and expectations”

Ok but which attitudes? In: “It is the attitudes of the reader as much as those of the characters that
are being subject to examination by the novelist (see le Boeuf, 2007; Gibbs, 1994; Attardo, 2000;
Chen, 1990; Barbe, 1995; Kruez & Roberts, 1993; Clark & Gerrig, 1984)”

Explain better what is to be more flexible In: “reader’s mind has to be more flexible end capable
of grasping shades of meaning”.

See Raskin (1944) In: “It might be notable as well that incongruity arises between what might be
expected and what actually occurs”

It’s confused: “In case that such communion is undermined, then it is to be the author’s inability
to bring the reader in line with him, and not the reader’s deficiency to comprehend the values
presented by the author”.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the
content.

No. It’s necessary supported by the content better

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

Yes but the author could use news current references

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 5

The title is clear. It adequately covers the content of the article.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 5

The abstract is clear. It explains the object, methods and results of the study.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in 4
this article.

There are typos that should be revised. Attention should be paid to capitalization as well.
Some direct quotations (those in the discussion) are bold. Check whether it is really
necessary to present the direct quotations in bold.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

The methods are adequately explained in the Introduction.

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

The paper presents a thorough analysis of irony in Fielding’s Tom Jones.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by
the content.

The conclusion is accurate and supported by the content. However, it is better to address
Fielding’s technique of irony in the beginning of the conclusion.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.

The references are comprehensive and appropriate.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed X
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Return for major revision and resubmission
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It is in overall a very good paper. More attention should be paid to spellings and capitalizations.
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