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

Questions Rating Result
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 4

(Please insert your comments)
The title is clear and appropriate to the content of the article.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 4

(Please insert your comments)

The abstract presents the research hypothesis, aims, objectives and results. However, the
author has not clarified his approach (qualitative/ quantitative, descriptive/analytical) and
research methods in the abstract.

3. The study methods are explained clearly. 3

(Please insert your comments)

The reader can infer that the study methods are relevant to the topic and applied accurately
throughout the research. However, these methods must have been stated clearly from the
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4. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

(Please insert your comments)
The research is supported to prove its credibility and reliability.

5. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by 4
the content.

(Please insert your comments)
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7. There are grammar and spelling errors. 4
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The body of the paper is coherent, logical, well organized. Nevertheless, it contains minor
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Many sentences are run-on, unclear and hard to follow.
Minor structural and stylistic errors
Essay formatting

Conciseness (For example, instead of writing "His assumption is that it is weak language
skills that prevent students from producing well-crafted arguments and compositions.", the
author could have written: "He assumes that weak language skills prevent students from
producing well-crafted arguments and compositions. )
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 5

The whole body is described as intended by the author to support the title of paper.

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

The abstract is well presenting object, method, and result necessary to understand the whole
paper.

3. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

The author is using a method relatively suited for this kind of critical review paper.

4. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5

The result contains well summarized description. No errors.

5. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by 5
the content.

The summary of the paper is properly given, suggesting implications.

6. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

All references the author quotes in the paper are provided.

7. There are grammar and spelling errors. 5

It seems like there are no errors in grammar and spelling.
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Accepted, no revision needed X
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The notion of “critical thinking’ is not new but application of this to English education,
particularly in the area of EFL is not so easy as theoretically described. First of all, the
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development of critical thinking skills in language teaching instructional strategies would be a
good start and basis for the other areas like teaching materials and pedagogical knowledge.
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