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Thank you for agreeing to referee this paper - your help is vital for the continued success of the journal.   

As reviewer, we ask you to perform two services for us. The first is to prepare a set of comments that we can transmit anonymously to the Author of the paper. The aim of these comments is to help the author with revising the paper, or to explain the reasons for rejection. The second is to prepare a set of comments for the Editors, including your recommendations to accept, to accept pending revisions, to ask for a resubmit, or to reject the manuscript.
Comments and suggestions for the Author

Please rate the overall impression of the manuscript using the following scale: 

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	unsatisfactory
	poor 

(major changes needed, as explained below and/or in the manuscript)
	good
(minor changes needed, as explained below and/or in the manuscript)
	very good
	excellent


(mark the number in bold)
Here are some questions that we would like you to answer in your review of the manuscript. The questions are provided only for your reference. Please be as specific as you can in your comments, particularly regarding those aspects or parts of the manuscript that you find weak or unsatisfactory. If you feel your (additional) comments do not fit into the categories, feel free to add comments below under the table with the reviewing criteria. 
*Please provide write the review in the language of the manuscript under review.
	Reviewing criteria



	Paper title (Does it match the contents of the article?)



	Abstract (Does it describe the contents of the article? Is the length appropriate?)



	Structure of the paper and theoretical framework 
Are the goals and the aim of the paper clearly stated in the introduction? 
Is the theoretical framework - theories, concepts, terminology, previous research, scholarly literature, hypotheses, study design - relevant and appropriately presented? 
Are all methodological procedures explained in sufficient detail and clearly – design, data-collection measures and  instruments? 
Is there a mention of the way(s) informed consent  was obtained from research participants?
In the results section – are the results presented, evaluated and explained in a logical and appropriate manner?
Discussion – do the authors reflect on the results as a response to their research questions and hypotheses? How do their findings relate to previous relevant research, do they confirm it, or do they challenge it?
Limitations and delimitations – do the authors acknowledge the limitations and delimitations of their study?
Do the authors discuss possible implications of their results, do you find them relevant for the respective field and do they have any (practical) purposes? Is the paper likely to inspire further work in the field?



	Originality (Is the topic interesting/relevant/worth investigating? Are the content, approach, results and/or conclusions new and interesting?)


	Scope (Are the topic and quality of the paper in consistence with the requirements of the journal?)


	Language (Are there grammar and spelling mistakes? Is the language style appropriate?)


	Formatting (Does the text formatting follow the stylesheet of the journal? Is the formatting of all elements, such as tables and figures, appropriate? Is the information presented in the tables and figures clear, appropriate and easy to interpret?) 



	OVERALL ASSESSMENT OF THE SCIENTIFIC/PROFESSIONAL CONTRIBUTION OF THE PAPER




Additional comments and suggestions for the Author:
Comments for the Editors
	Categories for classification

(Please type letter ‘x’ in the appropriate box.)
	original research article

	

	
	preliminary communication

	

	
	state-of-the-art article

	

	
	professional paper

	


	Recommendations for publication
(Please type letter ‘x’ in the appropriate box.) 
	can be accepted  in the present form
	

	
	can be accepted after minor revisions (suggestions provided in the review and/or in the manuscript) 

	

	
	can be accepted after major revisions (suggestions provided in the review and/or in the manuscript) 
	

	
	must be revised (suggestions provided in the review and/or in the manuscript) and resubmitted for another review
	

	
	should be rejected
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Would you be willing to review a revision of this manuscript?                YES            NO
Date: 
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