
Model review file of the research submitted to the publishing in the journal (III) 
Nr. Sections Questions Answers, comments 

1
1. 

Title and 

abstract of the 

article 

Does the title render properly the content of the article?  

Are there discrepancies between abstract and the rest of 

the article? 

 

Is it possible to understand the abstract without reading 
the article?? 

 

2
2. 

Introduction 

Is the introduction concise?  

Is the goal of the study clearly defined?  

Is there an argued analyze of the literature on which is 
based the study? 

 

Are the terms used in the article defined?   

Is it clearly established the research hypothesis?  

3
3. 

Methodology Is it possible for another researcher to replicate the study 
using the methods specified or methods are unclear? 

 

Are the authors elections justified in terms of the 
methods used (analytical tools, statistical methods, etc.)? 

 

If the authors have forwarded a hypothesis, did they used 

methods that allow hypothesis testing? 

 

4
4. 

Results 

Are the results clearly explained?  

Is the order of the results presentation fit to the 

presentation methods? 

 

Are the results reasonable and expected or they are 
unexpected? 

 

Are there presented results that were not preceded by 
proper approach in the section devoted to methodology? 

 

5
5. 

Commenting 

results 

Is the results commenting concise?   

Did the authors established if the hypothesis or scientific 
questions were checked/obtained results? 

 

Are the authors’ conclusions justified through the results 
presented in the study? 

 

If there are unexpected results are they adequately 

reviewed by scientists? 

 

Are the study limits indicated?  

6
6. 

Graphical 

presentation 

Are the figures and tables used appropriately? Would 

other figures or tables better reflect the contents or are 
needed further graphical presentations? 

 

Does it present appropriately the figures and tables of the 
important outcomes? 

 

Do the legends provide a clear explanation for 

understanding figures, without the need to consult the 
rest article? 

 

7
7. 

Bibliographical 

references 

Are there presented adequate references of the study 
conducted? 

 

Are there any errors in the list of references? Were the 

references cited properly? Are in the text presented 
citations without indicating the sources? 

 

Are there important bibliographical sources to the 
researched subject that were not mentioned in 

references? 

 

Recommendations to the Editor 
accepted restituted rejected 

   

Recommendations to the Author 

(Changes / additions; methodic, 

literature, etc.) 
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