
Appendix 

Model review file of the research submitted to the publishing in the journal (I)* 
 

0=lack of information; 1=insufficient; 2=satisfying; 3=good; 4=very good; 5=excellent 

Nr. Criteria  Elements Given  

score 

1 
Appropriate 

formulation of the 

research title  

1.Brevity, informative feature of the title and its  

correspondence with the article content 

 

2.  
Importance and 

utility of the 

research 

2. Actuality of the tackled theme , the potential to arouse 

debates 

 

3. Research utility for science, education, economy  

3. 
Originality and 

novelty 

4. The novelty degree of the work, the place of the 

reviewed article among the works published on this topic. 

 

5. Original treatment of the tackled problem  

4.  Scientific quality  

6.The theoretical basis of the study, the appropriate 

formulation of the assumptions as a result of theoretical 

analysis 

 

7. The appropriate use, in accordance with modern 

scientific achievements, of methodological, experimental, 

statistical approaches, etc. 

 

8. Logical structuring and sufficient detailed study  

9. Arguments consistency, scientific interpretation of 

results obtained 

 

10. Focus on result, interpretations and conclusions  

11. Lack of scientific errors and wrong conceptions  

12. Conclusions justification level through results 

obtained, due to the adequate analyze 

 

13. Scientific results value in regard to international level  

5. Phraseology 

14. Assertions clarity, accessibility and understanding, 

concise character of presentations, orthography and 

punctuation respect 

 

15. Graphical presentation of the paper, rationality of 

including figures and tables and their conformity 

according the chosen theme 

 

6.  Bibliography use  

16. Reflecting the idea pursued by references used in text  

17. The use of a relevant bibliography, recent to the 

subject of study 

 

18. Citations from internationally recognized journals  

7.  Ethic aspects  
19. The veracity of the data used  

20. Lack of plagiaristic elements  

Total score  

Comments: 
argumentation on the scoring 

criteria (items) 

 

Recommendations to the Editor 
accepted restitute rejected 

   

Recommendations to the author 

(Changes / additions; methodic, 

literature, etc.) 

 

Note: it’s recommended the rejection of the work that gathered under 50 p., restitution for completion / modification of 

the work which accumulates 50-75 p. and acceptance of work with more than 75 p.. 


