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	Evaluation (Highlight/)
Originality of the research:
a. Highly original
b. Somewhat original
c. Moderately original
d. Not original

Methodology:
a. Strong
b. Adequate
c. Weak

Data analysis and interpretation:
a. Excellent
b. Good
c. Adequate
d. Poor

Presentation of results:
a. Clear and well-organized
b. Adequate
c. Confusing and poorly organized



Discussion and conclusions:
a. Convincing and well-supported
b. Adequate
c. Unconvincing and poorly supported

References:
a. Complete and up-to-date
b. Adequate
c. Incomplete and outdated


Figures and tables:
a. Clear and well-labeled
b. Adequate
c. Confusing and poorly labeled


Overall Recommendation 
   Acceptable for publication
   Minor Revision
   Major Revision (Re-reviewing of 
manuscript) 
   Reject





[bookmark: _GoBack]Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s)

	Overall comments and changes that MUST be made before publication:
Perspectives: title, abstract, literature review, research methods, figures, tables, language efficiency, structural logic, innovation points, etc.

	· Please write the detailed comments on paper and review here (say in 5 – 8 bullet points)




	Suggestions which would improve the quality of the paper but are NOT essential for publication:

	· Please write the suggestions to improve the paper here (say in 2 or 3 bullet points)
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