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Paper title

Review due date

The evaluation consists in giving a mark between 1 (not at all) and 5 (high degree) for the quality of the reviewed paper considering the following aspects:
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Evaluation

Overall criteria

(from 1 to 5)

Originality

Structure of the paper

Abstract content

Keywords’ relevance

Literature review

References

Research design

Results and analysis

Conclusions

Applicative relevance

Language and style
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Comments and recommendations

Please make your comments and recommendations such that the paper could be improved.
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GENERAL EVALUATION

What is the scientific soundness of the investigation; which is the significance of the content; what is the overall merit of the research?


TITLE, ABSTRACT and KEYWORDS


Does the title reflect the content of the paper? Is the Abstract adequate? Are the keywords significant?


INTRODUCTION

Is the introduction relevant; does it provide relevant background and argues on the importance of the study?


LITERATURE REVIEW

Is the research based on an adequate understanding of the literature in the field; are relevant and actual references cited; how could the body of sources be improved?


METHODOLOGY

Is the methodology appropriate to the objectives; are the methods properly presented?


FINDINGS

Are results presented clearly and analyzed appropriately; are the associated discussions related to implications relevant for researchers and practitioners?


CONCLUSIONS


Are the conclusions clearly presented and related to the results?


ORIGINALITY/ ADDED-VALUE

Is the added value of the findings accurately and thoroughly presented, considering both theoretical and practical frameworks?

Final recommendation for the paper


Accepted as it is

Minor changes

Major changes

Reject

