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*If in your opinion further work is required or the article should be rejected please
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(A) Overview comments

e Does the paper fit the aims and brief of the journal? (Yes / No)

e Is the topic of the paper interesting and pertinent for the journal's
readership?

e Does the paper make a significant new contribution to the literature?

e Does the paper display sound scholarship?

e Is the paper clearly written and well structured?



e Is the paper of an appropriate length?

(B) Additional comments for empirical/research manuscripts

If the submitted manuscript is a research study please also consider where
possible the following elements in addition to your general comments above. You
do not need to supply and answer to each question.

Problem definition

Is the problem stated clearly?
Are the limitations of the study indicated?
Is the significance of the problem appropriately justified?

Are the previous approaches to the problem appropriately reviewed?

Review of literature
Does the review present a coherent argument to justify the research study?

Are the salient issues within previous studies relating to the research problem
adequately discussed?

Have gaps in knowledge in the area been identified?
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Theoretical framework

Is an appropriate theoretical framework adequately described?

Are definitions, assumptions and relationships adequately defined?

Is the theoretical framework free from logical inconsistencies?

Does the theoretical framework provide an adequate basis for the research

study?

Methodology

Is the method clearly described?
Is there an appropriate justification for the method chosen?
Are all the appropriate methodological issues addressed?

Have all procedures been described to allow for independent verification?

Evidence of validation
Is appropriate evidence of validation presented?

Is the validation free from logical flaws casting doubt on conclusions?

Presentation of findings
Is the article free from inappropriate or invalid findings?
Are all valid conclusions presented?

Is the article free from flaws in conclusions (eg. caveats or assumptions not
presented)?

Are all presented conclusions appropriately justified?
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Achievement of objectives of study

Are all objectives addressed?

Is appropriate evidence presented for some objectives or valid reasons presented
for why they could not be addressed within the study?

Structure

Is the article structured appropriately?

Technical accuracy

Is the article free from errors?

Grammar

Is the article free from grammatical and spelling errors?
Visual presentation

Is the article tidily presented in a consistent format?
Are headings visually discrimination and pagination appropriate?
Is the article professionally presented?

Clarity

Are all passages comprehensible?

Are all sections clear?

Comprehensiveness

Are all major sections present?

Conciseness

Does the article contain no more than is required?
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