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Title of the paper
Analytical review
Relevance (please assess if the paper is relevant to the mission of the journal or its audience, in terms of issues addressed, theoretical background or methodologies, results, etc.):
	Excellent   □
	Good   □
	Sufficient   □
	Not sufficient   □


Comments:
Suggested/demanded changes: 

Originality (please assess if the paper provides an original contribution to the field of research, in terms of working hypotheses, research design, theoretical background, methodologies, conclusions, etc.):
	Excellent   □
	Good   □
	Sufficient   □
	Not sufficient   □


Comments:
Suggested/demanded changes:
Scientific quality (please assess if the problem statement of the paper is clear and well articulated, the conceptual framework is explicit and justified, the literature review is comprehensive, up-to-date, and critically-oriented, the research design, the methodology and the data-collection are appropriate for the research purpose, the results follow from the design, methodology and data-analysis, etc.):
	Excellent   □
	Good   □
	Sufficient   □
	Not sufficient   □


Comments:
Suggested/demanded changes:
Writing quality (please assess if the overall structure of the paper is clear, appropriate, and coherent, the language used is clear and correct, the text is easy to follow, references are correctly listed at the end of the text and correctly formatted, etc.):
	Excellent   □
	Good   □
	Sufficient   □
	Not sufficient   □


Comments:
Suggested/demanded changes:

Synthetic review
Acceptance (the paper should be published without or with facultative changes)

□
Conditional acceptance (the paper should be published with minor changes)


□
Revision and resubmission (the paper should be publish with substantial changes)

□
Rejection (the paper should not be publish)






□
Place and date
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