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Peer Reviewer Evaluation Chart

Product Title:

Evaluation Criteria Chart with indicators and weights

Originality | 1) Introduces | 2)Introduces | 3)Distinguishes [ Weight
a new way of anew itself from 1)
Level at thinking application | previous | yes | no | p* || 0-10% - 5%
which the about the model approaches to
product articleand | regarding the | the same object | 2)
Jor research | article and/ | yes | no|p || 0-10%-5%
scientific or research
object scientific 3)
object | yes | no|p || 0-10%-5%
1) Clearly 2)Uses 3)Shows that
Methodology presents appropriate | objectives have | 1)
rigour theoretical, | theoretical, | been achieved ||yes|[no|p || 0-10%-5%
clinical or clinic,or
Level at research and research 2)
which the | state- of- the- work | yes | no|p || 0-10%-5%
product art work elaboration
objectives in | methodology 3)
literature | yes | no|p || 0-10%-5%
1) Is likely to | 2) Is likely to 3) Complies
Expected have,inthe | have,inthe | withresearch | 1)
and/or future, future, quality | yes [ no|p || 0-10%- 5%
verified theoretical application international
impact influence on | influence on standards 2)
reference reference |yes |no|p || 0-10%- 5%
Level at international | International
which the scientific scientific 3)
product community community |yes |no |p || 0-10%- 5%

p* = partially




Peer reviewer personal comment and whole product overall evaluation :

Comment

Indicator

Weight

Lves[nofp |

0-10%- 5%

Final Evaluation

( Cross the overall quality level evaluation assigned to the product

Excellent

High

Fair

Acceptable

Limited

Not Evaluable

Place and date,.....ccoevrrvreercccssrrvrennnee.
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