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REVIEWER EVALUATION FORM (FOR ARTICLE)
Dear Reviewer,
Thank you for agreeing to review the manuscript under consideration. This reviewer evaluation form has been prepared specifically for articles, and your evaluation will make an significant contribution both to the author(s) and to our journal.
We kindly ask you to take the following points into account in your review:
· Reviews should be submitted within 15 days. This period may be extended only if required; in such cases, please contact the Editorial Board.
· If your evaluation is not a direct acceptance, and you recommend either minor or major revisions, please provide your comments both in this evaluation report and as annotations on the draft text.
· If your evaluation is that the manuscript should not be published, please explain your detailed reasons for your recommendation of rejection in the section below.
· We would appreciate it if you could a brief statement in the relevant section regarding the manuscript’s contribution to the field.
	Title of the Manuscript:
	

	Reviewer’s Full Name and Academic Title:
	

	Reviewer’s Affiliation (if applicable):
	

	Date of Review:
	



	
	Excellent
	Good
	Fair
	Weak
	Inadequate

	KEY FEATURES
	
	
	
	
	

	About the Methodology
	
	
	
	
	

	The article clearly presents a research question/problem, which has been well defined within the study.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The research question is timely, original, and of significant importance.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The problem is clearly linked to previous research and relevant literature.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	Hypotheses/propositions are clearly stated.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The scope and limitations of the article are adequately explained.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The article’s methodology is explicitly described.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The chosen method is appropriate for addressing the hypotheses and analysis.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	(For data-based studies) The sample, data collection method and process, and data analysis are objective, scientifically sound, and methodologically appropriate, and the article provides a detailed explanation of these aspects. 
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	About the Conceptual / Theoretical Framework and Literature
	
	
	
	
	

	The main concepts are well defined.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The theoretical framework is well developed.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The conceptual and theoretical framework is critically examined.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The article demonstrates conceptual integrity and consistency with terminology used appropriately.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The study makes sufficient use of primary sources, key works, and the state-of-the-art literature.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	About the Analysis
	
	
	
	
	

	The results of the analysis are clearly presented. 
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The research findings correspond well with the results of the analysis. 
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	Alternative explanations are discussed.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The article’s conclusions are consistent with its content and the cited literature.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	About the Formal Aspects
	
	
	
	
	

	The language of the article is clear, readable, and comprehensible.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The structure of the article is logical, coherent, and scientifically sound.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The references and bibliography are consistent and properly formatted.
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The abstract accurately reflects the content, including research aim, question, findings, methodology and results.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The headings and subheadings accurately reflect the content.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	The keywords are sufficient and relevant.
	
	
	
	
	

	Please indicate any comments or suggestions in the box provided, if applicable.
	

	About the Ethical Considerations
	
	
	
	
	

	The article adheres to scientific and ethical standards.
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	Overall Evaluation
	
	
	
	
	

	The article  offers an original and scholarly contribution to the relevant field.
	



Decision: 
(   ) Publishable in its current form.
(   ) Publishable after minor revisions.
(   ) Major revisions required; resubmission to the reviewer is necessary. 
(   ) Not suitable for publication. (Please provide detailed reasons for this decision in the section below.)     
	If the article is deemed unsuitable for publication, please state your detailed reasons for rejection in the space provided.











