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Thank you for reviewing this manuscript for the journal of International Research in Early Childhood Education (IRECE). Below are instructions and guidelines for completing the review. Please note that, while stylistic issues are addressed in the later copy-editing stage, any comments that highlight particular issues will aid that process and are most appreciated, but not necessary.

Instructions:
1. Please leave specific comments and markup corrections in the manuscript itself (especially one-off typographical and grammatical errors). Ensure anonymity by removing your information from the document (in Word on a Mac: Click “Word” (top left), or press Cmd + , > Preferences > Security > tick “remove personal information…” > OK > Save the document. 
2. Then, also complete this form with feedback on more general or substantial issues.

All comments by reviewers will be anonymous - Please aim to return feedback within 6 weeks


Recommendation – Please select one of the following by checking the box:

	Manuscript is ready for publication in its current form
	

	Accept for publication following minor revisions and review by paper editor
	

	Accept for publication following major revision and review by current reviewers 
	

	Invite resubmission following major revisions and second peer-review round
	

	Reject: the manuscript is unsuitable for publication
	




A. Manuscript check
Following the ‘Guidelines for Authors’, determine the following, indicating yes/no in the box on the right: 

	An abstract is included and is 150-200 words
	yes/no

	The referencing is accurate and follows APA style
	yes/no

	The article does not exceed 8000 words including references
	yes/no




B. Review guidelines (where applicable)
Please examine the following areas to determine if the paper is appropriate for the journal. Indicate yes/no (or n/a), with further comments in section C if necessary.

	Does the author appropriately indicate the intent of the research?
	yes/no

	Does the author include an outline of the research in the field being reported?
	yes/no

	Does the author give sufficient details of the method used?
	yes/no

	Do the findings align with the research questions?
	yes/no

	Is there sufficient support for the conclusions made by the author?
	yes/no

	Does the article make a new contribution to existing knowledge?
	yes/no




C. Further comments (where applicable)
Below is a list of suggested headings to guide you in reviewing the manuscript. You can use any or all of them (and any others as appropriate) in structuring your feedback to the author.

General comments – example: are there minor revisions that would make the paper stronger?

Ethics issues– example: are research participants made sufficiently anonymous where appropriate?

Coherence and Structure – example: Is the paper structured in a coherent and logical manner? Does the methodology follow from the review of research? Are the conclusions made in the paper sufficiently supported? And do these conclusions contribute to the issues identified?

Presentation – example: are there any systematic typographical, grammatical or stylistic errors? Are figures and tables clearly labelled and captioned? Does the paper generally conform to APA style?

Referencing – example: are citations (to the best of your knowledge) correct? Does the list of references contain all and only those works cited in the paper?
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