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REVIEWER GUIDELINES - ACCEPTABILITY FORM (papers for publication)

Please fill out the form on the acceptability of a paper for publication in the Proceedings of the Faculty of Economics in East Sarajevo - Journal of Economics and Business.

On a scale of 1 to 5, with 5 being the full acceptability for publication of a paper, and 1 as absolute ground for refusal of the paper, please rate the paper  according to originality, importance of research, credibility of results, methodology, conclusions and the overall quality and acceptability of the paper for publication.
	PAPER TITLE: 



EVALUATION OF CONTENTS (circle or bold options from 1 to 5 and rate each of the following aspects of the paper):

Refusal trend ←  ---  → Acceptability trend
	1.
	Title of the paper reflects its content and purpose 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	2.
	Summary is relevant and concise (150-200 words) 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	3.
	Key words reflect the essence of the paper (5 words)
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	4.
	Introduction clearly defines the research purpose and objective
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	5.
	The author gives a brief overview of the general research to introduce issues to be researched in the paper
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	6.
	Methodology is clearly defined 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	7.
	There is an extensive overview of the background researches in given field (supported by citations from the scientific literature referred to by WOS or Scopus) indicating evidence and counter-evidence of the author's results. 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	8.
	The paper presents the author's original contribution to economic theory and practice 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	 9.
	The research results displays support applied methodology, conclusions and recommendations 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	 10.
	Conclusions clearly illustrate scientific findings, open questions and recommendations for further research 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5


EVALUATION OF STRUCTURE AND ACCEPTABILITY OF PAPERS FOR PUBLICATION (circle or bold options from 1 to 5 and rate each of the following aspects of the paper):

	11.
	The paper is well formatted and matches the Journal propositions 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	12.
	The scope of the paper is appropriate (up to 16 A4 pages) 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	13.
	The paper uses tables, graphs and images in an acceptable manner
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	14.
	 The references and literature reflect the actuality of the citations according to The Chicago Manual Style – Author Data System
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	15.
	 The paper is written in clear standard language without spelling and grammar errors, it is relevant and interesting for readers 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5


REVIEWER’S FINAL RECOMMENDATION (tick one of the options with X) for acceptability of the paper for publication:

□ Acceptable

□ Conditionally acceptable with reviewer’s comments

□ Unacceptable


If it is evaluated acceptable, please classify the paper according to offered categories (tick with X the cube in front of the category that you consider appropriate for the paper):

	□  ORIGINAL SCIENTIFIC PAPER:
It is an original scientific paper containing new results based on the fundamental or applied research. The paper is compiled so that given information can be the basis to: a) reproduce methodological and mathematical procedure and obtain results with equal accuracy or within the limits of freedom degrees, as set by the author; or b) repeat the author's observations and evaluate their analyses; or c) verify the accuracy of analysis and deduction underlying the author's findings.
□  PRELIMINARY COMMUNICATION: 

The scientific paper that mandatorily includes one or more pieces of scientific information but without enough details to enable the reader to verify presented scientific assertions. 
	□  REVIEW PAPER: 

It contains a special problem which has already been published in a scientific paper, but is approached in a new manner.


□  SCIENTIFIC CRITIQUE, POLEMIC, OR REVIEW ESSAY: 

A discussion on a specific topic, based solely on scholarly argumentation, in which the author substantiates the validity of a particular criterion or viewpoint and either confirms or challenges the findings of other authors.
□  PROFESSIONAL PAPER:

It contains useful contributions from the profession and for the profession.

	REVIEWER’S GENERAL COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF THE PAPER 
Scientific critique, polemic, or review essay


	REVIEWER 

Reviewer’s full name: 
	Signature: 
Date: 
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