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 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

There are a few things that should be corrected in order 

to proceed to publication: 

 

1. Abstract: rephrase the last phrase of the 

abstract; 

2. To respect the guidelines of the Journal and to 

help others when searching for your paper you 

might consider adding another keyword such as 

“Determinants” and/or “apathy” 

3. In the text appear the references numbered, 

which is correct, but I can’t do the relation 

between this numbers and the list of references 

because you put them in an alphabetic order. So 

you should change this. 

4. It was important to explain better the “Political 

Ideology” for instance what you mean by: “more 

liberal than Most College Students”? 

5. The text in line 150 (the beginning of the text) 

and 151 should be part of the results 

6. In line 163 and 193 you speak about  the ages 

bellow your study. Why do you do that? They 

don’t enter in this study… 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Nevertheless, the study theme is very relevant and the 

method used is clear and suitable. Therefor I propose to 

have a minor revise of the article and resubmit. 
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