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PART 1. GENERAL SUMMARY
(mandatory - 5–10 sentences)
In your own words, briefly describe: the main research question and objective of the study; the key findings and conclusions; how this work relates to the existing literature; your overall impression of the manuscript and preliminary recommendation.
This summary demonstrates to the authors that the reviewer has correctly understood their work, and helps the editor navigate the substance of the review.



PART 2. ASSESSMENT BY CRITERIA
	Criterion
	Rating

	Relevance to the journal's scope
	☐ Full ☐ Partial ☐ Out of scope

	Timeliness and significance of the topic
	☐ High ☐ Sufficient ☐ Low

	Clarity of research   objectives
	☐ Clearly stated ☐ Need clarification ☐ Absent

	Scientific novelty and originality
	☐ High ☐ Sufficient ☐ Insufficient

	Soundness of      methodology
	☐ Sound ☐ Minor concerns ☐ Major revision needed

	Reliability and validity of results
	☐ Confirmed ☐ Some concerns ☐ Not confirmed

	Consistency of conclusions with results
	☐ Full ☐ Partial ☐ Inconsistent

	Quality and currency of references
	☐ High ☐ Sufficient ☐ Needs supplementing

	Quality of structure and language
	☐ High ☐ Sufficient ☐ Needs improvement

	Practical value of the research
	☐ High ☐ Sufficient ☐ Low


PART 3. DETAILED COMMENTS
3.1. Major Comments (mandatory revisions)
Please formulate each comment as a separate numbered point with reference to the specific section or page of the manuscript. Focus on the most critical issues — as a general guideline, no more than 5 major comments.


3.2. Minor Comments (recommended, but not mandatory)
Please indicate changes that would improve the manuscript but are not critical for the editorial decision.



3.3. Technical Comments (language, formatting, references)




PART 4. CONFIDENTIAL COMMENTS FOR THE EDITOR
(not shared with authors)
Use this section to inform the editor of any concerns that should not be communicated to the authors: suspicions of plagiarism, duplicate publication, data manipulation, undisclosed conflicts of interest, or other ethical issues. Please also indicate whether you are available to review a revised version of the manuscript.
☐ I am willing to review the revised manuscript 
☐ I am not available to review the revised manuscript
PART 5. RECOMMENDATION
☐ Accept as is - the manuscript meets all requirements for publication 
☐ Accept after minor revision - requires small corrections; re-review not necessary 
☐ Major revision required - requires substantial changes; re-review recommended 
☐ Reject - fundamental flaws that cannot be resolved through revision
Justification of recommendation (mandatory in case of rejection or major revision):
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☐ This review reflects my own independent scholarly assessment 
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☐ I have maintained the confidentiality of the manuscript throughout the review process 
☐ I have not uploaded the manuscript or any part of it to generative AI tools
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