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	Form for assessment
1. Research depth and accuracy of execution; the quality of the methodology used; if the approach is interdisciplinary, are the concepts and methods of other disciplinary areas appropriately used?

Instructions: 
Are they well-presented empirical data, structured analysis, consistently and convincingly you is developed, the methodology used is appropriate? If the article examines the concepts and methods from other disciplinary areas, convincing and accurate handling with the interdisciplinary framework? 
Give your assessment in the following positions:
a) Structured basis
b) Depth
c) Sequence
d) Persuasiveness of realization from the methodology used
2. Originality
(i.e. original and innovative themes, content, and/or justification).
Instructions: 
Does the article to challenge existing paradigms or practices in the relevant discipline.
The article provides you with the necessary precision approach, new texts/data/phenomena or other previously unknown/ignored?
The article you develop original concepts/approaches/argumentation? 
It leads to new conclusions/ innovative results?
Give your assessment in the following positions:
         Challenge
         Quality and accuracy of text
         New data, new sources
         Original concepts, approaches, argumentations
         New findings, conclusions, summaries
3. Importance for present and future studies in the research field-theoretical and methodological applications progress of knowledge-especially in terms of international scientific exchanges, defined as the degree to which the paper/the article includes contributes to the development of the debate on the topic. 
Instructions: 
How the paper/the article contributes to the development of knowledge in the discipline. Is it a contribution in national and/or international field of research? 
 
Conclusion
Specify in summary the main contributions and/or disadvantages of peer reviewed paper/article and its recommendation to be accepted/processed/rejected with a brief rationale. Especially appreciated constructive criticism (in the event that you recommend the article).
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
General assessment
 



