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Manuscript Number: IJIR-D-22-00017R1  

Asylum Seekers Working as Mediators in Israel: The Impact of Legal Liminality  

Dear Dr. Talmi-Cohn,    

Thank you for submitting your manuscript to the International Journal of Intercultural Relations. I believe that your manuscript may be acceptable for publication following revisions. Unfortunately, one of the original reviewers was not able to provide a second review. However, Reviewer 1 and I read the manuscript carefully and we both were rather positive about the revised version. There are only a few rather minor suggestions that may help in improving the overall message to make the manuscript more coherent and more interesting for our readership. Hence, I would like you to address these comments (see also the attached document), but try to stay within the limits of articles in IJIR.

Research Elements (optional)
This journal encourages you to share research objects - including your raw data, methods, protocols, software, hardware and more – which support your original research article in a Research Elements journal. Research Elements are open access, multidisciplinary, peer-reviewed journals which make the objects associated with your research more discoverable, trustworthy and promote replicability and reproducibility. As open access journals, there may be an Article Publishing Charge if your paper is accepted for publication. Find out more about the Research Elements journals at https://www.elsevier.com/authors/tools-and-resources/research-elements-journals?dgcid=ec_em_research_elements_email.


Please submit what will hopefully be the final version of your manuscript by Sep 25, 2022. I plan to evaluate your final manuscript myself and do not plan to seek further reviewer input.

Kind regards,   

Peter Titzmann  

Associate Editor  

International Journal of Intercultural Relations   

Editor and Reviewer comments:    



Reviewer's Responses to Questions

Note: In order to effectively convey your recommendations for improvement to the author(s), and help editors make well-informed and efficient decisions, we ask you to answer the following specific questions about the manuscript and provide additional suggestions where appropriate.<br><br>1. Are the objectives and the rationale of the study clearly stated?<br><br>Please provide suggestions to the author(s) on how to improve the clarity of the objectives and rationale of the study. Please number each suggestion so that author(s) can more easily respond.

Reviewer #1: Althought the manuscrip has been improve, we suggest to include the objectives as part of the first section.

--------------------

2. If applicable, is the application/theory/method/study reported in sufficient detail to allow for its replicability and/or reproducibility?<br><br>Please provide suggestions to the author(s) on how to improve the replicability/reproducibility of their study. Please number each suggestion so that the author(s) can more easily respond.

Reviewer #1: Mark as appropriate with an X:
Yes [] No [X] N/A []
Provide further comments here:
Althoght methodology has been improved, some comments have been included to better justify the qualitative methodology applied.

--------------------

3. If applicable, are statistical analyses, controls, sampling mechanism, and statistical reporting (e.g., P-values, CIs, effect sizes) appropriate and well described?<br><br>Please clearly indicate if the manuscript requires additional peer review by a statistician. Kindly provide suggestions to the author(s) on how to improve the statistical analyses, controls, sampling mechanism, or statistical reporting. Please number each suggestion so that the author(s) can more easily respond.

Reviewer #1: Mark as appropriate with an X:
Yes [] No [] N/A [x]
Provide further comments here:

--------------------

4. Could the manuscript benefit from additional tables or figures, or from improving or removing (some of the) existing ones?<br><br>Please provide specific suggestions for improvements, removals, or additions of figures or tables. Please number each suggestion so that author(s) can more easily respond.

Reviewer #1: N/A

--------------------

5. If applicable, are the interpretation of results and study conclusions supported by the data?<br><br>Please provide suggestions (if needed) to the author(s) on how to improve, tone down, or expand the study interpretations/conclusions. Please number each suggestion so that the author(s) can more easily respond.

Reviewer #1: Mark as appropriate with an X:
Yes [x] No [] N/A []
Provide further comments here:
Participants' comments should be coded (Please see suggestions)

--------------------

6. Have the authors clearly emphasized the strengths of their study/theory/methods/argument?<br><br>Please provide suggestions to the author(s) on how to better emphasize the strengths of their study. Please number each suggestion so that the author(s) can more easily respond.

Reviewer #1: I believe authors should reinforce the manuscript by included how their research can contribute to the academic communitey. Some suggestions have been included in the Conclusion section.

--------------------

7. Have the authors clearly stated the limitations of their study/theory/methods/argument?<br><br>Please list the limitations that the author(s) need to add or emphasize. Please number each limitation so that author(s) can more easily respond.

Reviewer #1: The authors included their limitations in the Conclusion section, but they should emphasize them as future research. Please see comments.

--------------------

8. Does the manuscript structure, flow or writing need improving (e.g., the addition of subheadings, shortening of text, reorganization of sections, or moving details from one section to another)?<br><br>Please provide suggestions to the author(s) on how to improve the manuscript structure and flow. Please number each suggestion so that author(s) can more easily respond.

Reviewer #1: N/A

--------------------

9. Could the manuscript benefit from language editing?

Reviewer #1: No



Reviewer #1: This field is optional. If you have any additional suggestions beyond those relevant to the questions above, please number and list them here.
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