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A. QUALITY AND ORIGINALITY ASSESSMENT   
Does the manuscript contain original, innovative, and interesting 
information? 
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Are the literature references current and appropriate? Yes 

□              
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To the best of your knowledge, is there a conflict of interest or 
significant bias that has affected the research results and conclusions? 
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B. SCOPE AND RELEVANCE OF SUBJECT 
 

Does the manuscript fit within the Aims & Scope of the Journal? Yes 
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Does the manuscript present an adequate background and conceptual 
framework? 
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Is there a clear hypothesis and justification of the study? Yes 
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Are the conclusions adequately supported by the data? Yes 
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clearly written? 
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Does the abstract concisely convey the argument and conclusions of 
the manuscript? 

Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Are the figures and tables of acceptable quality? Yes 
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Is the length of the manuscript appropriate for the clear data 
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D. FOR RESEARCH PAPERS ONLY 

 
Have the most important previous studies been cited? Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Is the hypothesis clearly defined? Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Is the overall design appropriate?   Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Are participants studied adequately described and their conditions defined? Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Did author(s) provide enough experimental details in order for the 
experiment to be reproduced? 

Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Have the results clearly answered the research question? Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Are the interpretation and conclusion warranted by and derived from the 
data? 

Yes 

□              

No 
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Does the abstract accurately reflect the contents of the paper? Yes 

□              

No 
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Please, use your discretion about the list when reporting on other types of paper.  

E. OVERALL DECISION (please check)  

Reject    Major Revision    Minor Revision     Accept    

F. COMMENTS FOR EDITORS 
Please give a brief and frank account of the strengths and weaknesses of the manuscript (use additional sheet 
if necessary). 

 

 

If you think the manuscript needs major revision, would you like to see it 
again?  

Yes   No   

 
G. COMMENTS FOR AUTHORS 
Please group your remarks into major and minor comments with annotations given accordingly to page and 
paragraph (use additional sheet if necessary). 

Please do not sign your comments!  
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– their interpretation of an article. We will not reject the reviewer’s opinion simply because she/he has a 
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We used to ask authors and reviewers about any competing interests, but we have decided to restrict our request 
to financial interests. 
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lose financially from the publication of this paper:  
▪ Reimbursement for attending a symposium?  …………………….…………………….  
▪ A fee for lecturing?  ……………………………….………….  
▪ A fee for organizing education?  …………………………………………..  
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3. Do you hold any stocks or shares in an organization that may in any way gain or lose financially from 
the publication of this paper?  
 
4. Do you have any other competing interests? If so, please specify.  
 
If you might want to disclose * another sort of competing interest that would embarrass you if it become 
generally known after publication, please add it to your statement. Please complete option 1 or 2 as 
appropriate and sign below: 
 
1. I have no competing interest in relation to this paper.  (Please check)  

or  
2. I have the following competing interest:  

......…………….…………………………………………..…………………………………………..…………………………...
….………..…………………………………………..…………………………………………..………………………………...
………………………………………………..…………………………………………..……………………………………… 

Title of the paper:  
......…………….…………………………………………..…………………………………………..…………………………...
….………..…………………………………………..…………………………………………..………………………………...
………………………………………………..…………………………………………..……………………………………… 

Signed: _______________________________________ Signed: __________________ Date: __________________ 

*Examples:  
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your paper.  
▪ An academic link or rivalry with somebody whose interests may be affected by a publication of your paper.  
▪ Membership of a political party or special interest group whose interests may be affected by a publication of 

your paper.  
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