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I. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR AUTHORS 
(this section will be shared with the authors)
The following questions do not substitute for specific comments made for authors. 
Please give further details in the comments for the authors’ section below.  
(Put “x” in the right place).

	Evaluation criterion
	Yes
	Can be improved
	Must be improved
	No

	Does the content of the study match its title?
	
	
	
	

	Are the research design, questions, hypotheses, and methods clearly stated?
	
	
	
	

	Is the content succinctly described and contextualized with respect to the previous and present theoretical background on the topic?
	
	
	
	

	Is the organization and internal structure of the study appropriate?
	
	
	
	

	Whether the work, in terms of:
a/ material or b/ aspect
presents a new approach to the problem (rather than being a compilation of previously known studies)?
	
	
	
	

	Has the research problem been sufficiently analysed?
	
	
	
	

	Are the conclusions thoroughly supported by the results presented in the article or referenced in secondary literature?
	
	
	
	

	Is the selection of sources and literature sufficient for the problem being analysed?
	
	
	
	

	Is the formal aspect of the study (writing technique, cross-references, bibligraphy ...) appropriate and complies with the rules in force at IM?
	
	
	
	



II. LANGUAGE AND STYLE
(this section will be shared with the authors)
Mark only one of the following options. 

	Extensive editing of the language and style required
	

	Moderate changes required
	

	Language and style are fine/minor spell check required
	

	I don't feel qualified to judge the language and style
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	High
	Average
	Low
	No Answer

	Originality
	
	
	
	

	Contribution to Scholarship
	
	
	
	

	Quality of Structure and Clarity
	
	
	
	

	Logical Coherence/Strength of Argument/
Academic Soundness
	
	
	
	

	Engagement with sources as well as recent scholarship
	
	
	
	

	Overall Merit
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V. ETHICAL ISSUES
(section will NOT be shown to authors)
If you answered “yes” to any of the following questions in the next table, 
please give details in the comments for the editors’ section below.
	
	Yes 
	No
	Hard
to say

	Do you see any signs of research misconduct in the review (e.g. plagiarism, unacknowledged borrowing of other authors’ formulations, deliberate distortion of the content of the work under review)?
	
	
	

	Does the review suggest any potential conflict of interest between the reviewer and the author(s) of the work under review (e.g. supervisory relationship, close personal ties, extensive co-authorship)?
	
	
	

	Is there any indication that substantial parts of the review article may have been generated with the help of artificial intelligence (AI) tools in an undisclosed way that would be inconsistent with IM’s AI Policy?
	
	
	

	Are there any other ethical concerns regarding the manuscript?
	
	
	




VI. PUBLISHING SUGGESTIONS
(this section will not be shared with the authors)
Mark only one of the following options.

	The paper should be published without any substantial changes
	

	The paper should be published but minor revisions are required
	

	The paper could be published but needs substantial changes
	

	The paper should not be published
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