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Reviewer, please mark the appropriate answers using an 'X' 
1. The subject of this paper is:

[  ]  highly innovative

[  ]  of broad significance

[  ]  useful research that lacks originality

[  ]  of limited significance

[  ]  not original or novel

2. Quality of research:

[  ]  excellent

[  ]  competent

[  ]  suffers serious deficiencies (please explain below)

[  ]  too speculative (please explain below)


3. General structure of the paper?

[  ]  adequate

[  ]  needs re-organisation (please explain below)

4. Quality of language?

[  ]  sufficient

[  ]  needs corrections

[  ]  unacceptable 

5. Are the results and conclusions justified by the data presented?

[  ]  yes

[  ]  partially (please explain below)

[  ]  no (please explain below)

6. Number and quality of figures.

[  ]  all figures are necessary

[  ]  reduction of figures recommended (please explain below)

[  ]  quality sufficient

[  ]  quality not sufficient (please explain below)

7. Are the references relevant and up to date?

[  ]  yes

[  ]  no (please explain below)

8. Is the paper acceptable for publication?

[  ]  yes

[  ]  with minor revisions

[  ]  with major revisions

[  ]  no (final rejection)

9. Additional comments – can also be included on a separate sheet.

Do you wish to remain anonymous to the author(s)?

[  ]  Yes, I wish to remain anonymous

[  ]  my name can be disclosed.







