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Result of Review 
 

Title: ASPECTS OF PARENTS PARTICIPATION IN THE IMPROVEMENT QUALITY OF 

EDUCATION IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Author(s): Raden Bambang Sumarsono, Ali Imron, Bambang Budi Wiyono & Imron Arifin 

Decision of Paper Selection  

( ) Accept submission, no revisions required 

(*) Accept submission, revisions required; please revise the paper according to comments 

( ) Decline submission; you may revise and resubmit for review 

( ) Decline submission 

 

What should you do? (For accepted papers) 

 Revise the paper according to the comments (if applicable) 

 All authors must agree on the publication, please inform us the agreement by E-mail.  

 You have to pay a publication fee of 400.00USD for the paper. 

 Please find payment information at: www.ccsenet.org/payment  

 Please notify the editor when payment has been made 

 

Proposed Schedule for Publication 

 Vol. 9, No. 10, October 2016, if you meet above requirements within 2 weeks. 

 e-Version First: the online version may be published soon when the final draft completed 

 You may also ask to publish the paper later, if you need more time for revision or 

payment. 

 

Additional Information 

 You will receive two copies (per paper) of printed journal, free of charge 

 If you want to buy more printed journals, please contact with the Editor 

 You may download e-journal in PDF from: www.ccsenet.org/iesfree of charge 

 Any questions please contact with the Editor at: ies@ccsenet.org 
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Comments from Editor 

 

Evaluation Grade 

Please fill a grade of 5, 4, 3, 2, 1(high to low) 

Overall evaluation on the paper 3 

Contribution to existing knowledge 3 

Organization and Readability 2 

Soundness of methodology 3 

Evidence supports conclusion 3 

Adequacy of literature review 3 

Comments and Suggestions 

(1) Re-edit the paper according to Paper Submission Guide: www.ccsenet.org/submission 

(2) Respond to the reviewer’s comments 

(3) Polish the language of your paper to improve its readability 

(4) Number the section headlines of your paper 

(5) Ask someone who has good command of English to help you check the grammatical 

errors 

(6) Add DOI persistent links to those references that have DOIs, please see Paper 
Submission Guide 

(7) References should not be numbered, so citations in the text with numbers within brackets

should be modified as with author's name, publication year and page. For example, (Smith, 

1999), please see Paper Submission Guide. 

The authors may retrieve articles’ DOIs at: http://www.crossref.org/SimpleTextQuery/ 

You can open a free account, to start retrieving articles’ DOIs. CrossRef allows you check 

multiple references. Please read this webpage very carefully. Only articles with assigned 

DOIs can be retrieved through the above mentioned webpage. 

http://www.crossref.org/SimpleTextQuery/ 

Examples:  

Kornack, D., & Rakic, P. (2001). Cell Proliferation Without Neurogenesis in Adult Primate 

Neocortex. Science,294(5549), 2127-2130. http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1065467 

( ) Others: 
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Comments from Reviewer  

 Evaluation  (Please evaluate the manuscript by grade 1-5) 

5=Excellent    4=Good    3=Average    2=Below Average    1=Poor 

Items Grade 

Contribution to existing knowledge 3 

Organization and readability 2 

Soundness of methodology 1 

Evidence supports conclusion 2 

Adequacy of literature review 2 

 Strengths 

 

 

 Weaknesses 

There are a lot of issues in this paper. 

1. The tile itself is not clear and grammatically unsound. 

2. Paper was not edited and proofread. A lot of grammatical errors. 

3. There was no indication of purpose and objective of the article which is a grave error.

4. There are lot of vague statements and incoherent ideas. Its choppy 

5. Methods: All of a sudden there is phenomenology approach..where did this come 

from? 

6. Inconsistency of tenses used throughout the paper. 

7. Shallow discussion 

 

 Suggestions to Author/s 

Please revisit all these. 

 




