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PLEASE EVALUATE THE MANUSCRIPT BASED ON THE FOLLOWING SCALE:

1 = Not Achieved  /   2 = Somewhat Achieved   /  3 = Achieved
[**If 1 or 2 please provide the corresponding feedback.]

Please assign a score for each item below:

	
	Score
	Reviewer’s comments
What can be improved?
(Specify HOW)
	Author’s response
Confirm and specify how the requested changes have been made or why the request cannot be addressed.

	A. Rationale
	
	
	

	-  The rationale for the paper is well grounded and clearly explains the purpose, novelty, and significance for science or society.
	
	
	

	B. Originality
	
	
	

	-  The paper makes a substantial contribution to the body of knowledge related to the field. It is meaningful and provides a foundation for future research or teaching methodology. 
	
	
	

	C. Topic 
	
	
	

	-   The topic of this paper is relevant, timely, and of interest to the audience of this journal.
	
	
	

	-  The topic has been described within a theoretical/conceptual framework that is appropriate and that adequately supports the research.
	
	
	

	D. Literature Review
	
	
	

	-  The author provided a well-synthesized and critical review of relevant literature to support the framework/engage with others in the field.
	
	
	

	-  The author used reliable sources and critically engaged with relevant literature, identifying gaps or areas for further investigation.
	
	
	

	-  Literature cited includes recent work within the last 10 years (not exclusively). 
	
	
	

	E. Research Question(s) and Objectives
	
	
	

	- The research questions and objectives are clearly stated and aligned with the study’s rationale and topic.
	
	
	

	F. Methodological Accuracy
	
	
	

	-  The research design is appropriate for the study’s objectives and research questions. 
	
	
	

	-  The methods are sufficiently detailed to allow for replication.
	
	
	

	-  The content of this paper, including statistics and figures, is sound and technically accurate.
	
	
	

	-  The analysis appropriately addresses the research questions and provides a meaningful interpretation of the data.
	
	
	

	G. Significance of Findings
	
	
	

	-  The conclusions flow forth logically from the contents of the paper and are significant and well-supported by the data and analysis.
	
	
	

	- The paper appropriately discusses the limitations of the study and offers useful implications for future research or practice.
	
	
	



REMARKS/OTHER CHANGES TO BE DONE
Please provide specific comments for the author in support of your review above. 
(It will be especially helpful for the author to make the best possible manuscript if you can provide examples from the paper for any section that requires improvement. Seeing what the authors did well can help as well.) 

	Quotes / Sections
(Specify where in the text. State the section of quote the corresponding section)
	What can be improved
(Specify HOW: Actionable Suggestions)
	To be done by the author
(Confirm and specify how the requested changes have been made or why the request cannot be addressed)

	

	
	

	

	
	

	

	
	

	

	
	

	

	
	



*Add as many lines as necessary.
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