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review  article


1. Review article details
1) Title of the review article:
........................................................................................................................
2) Code of the review article:
........................................................................................................................

2. Substantive and structural assessment of the review article
(section will be shown to 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).
	
	Yes 
	Can be improved
	Must be improved
	No
	Not applicable 

	Did the author clearly and concisely present the content of the work under review?
	
	
	
	
	

	Is the topic of the work under review a good fit for the scope and profile of the journal?
	
	
	
	
	

	Did the author place the work in the context of the international literature on this topic?
	
	
	
	
	

	Did the author provide sufficient critical analysis of the work (going beyond a simple summary)?
	
	
	
	
	

	Did the author clearly identify the substantive gaps or weaknesses of the work and, where appropriate, highlight its novelty and contribution to the field?
	
	
	
	
	

	Did the author formulate clear conclusions and indicate possible directions for further research that could build on the work under review?
	
	
	
	
	

	Is the structure of the review article (organization of the content, division into sections, and the balance between description and evaluation) clear and appropriate to the work under review?
	
	
	
	
	

	Language and style – is the text written in clear, grammatically correct and readable English, suitable for the journal’s international readership?
	
	
	
	
	

	Scholarly apparatus – are the bibliographic data and citations (for the reviewed work and other referenced publications) accurate and complete?
	
	
	
	
	




3. 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 SEeB’s AI Policy?
	
	
	



4. Final recommendation
(section will be shown to authors
Mark only one of the following options.
	Accept the review article for publication in its present form
	

	Accept the review article after minor revisions (no further review required)
	

	Return the review article to the author for major revision and re-review
	

	Reject the review article
	

	Suggest submitting the review article to another journal
	



5. Comments and suggestions for the authors
Reviewers may write detailed comments below or in a separate file, referring to line numbers in the text. They may also make corrections directly in the article (using Track Changes mode) or use the comment function.
(this section will be shared with the authors)
..........................................................................................................................................................................
..........................................................................................................................................................................

6. Comments for the editors
(this section will be NOT shared with the authors)
..........................................................................................................................................................................
..........................................................................................................................................................................

Reviewer’s name and e-mail: ………………………………………………..
Reviewer’s affiliation: ……………………………………………………......
Date and signature: …………………………………………………………..
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