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REVIEWER’S EVALUATION SHEET AND RECOMMENDATION FOR EDITOR
APPENDIX 2

Manuscript ID: ____________________
Manuscript title: ____________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________

Below are a number of questions to help you in your evaluation of the suitability of this manuscript for publication in the The NewBorn Research & Reviews. Please tick the appropriate box in all cases and return the assessment within 3 weeks. If you cannot assess the manuscript by this date, please return it with this form to the Editor.

General evaluation of the manuscript
	1. Does the research have enough originality/novelty items and are those highlighted in the manuscript?
2. Have you detected any forms of plagiarism, scientific misconduct or fraud?
3. Is the study worth being published?
	
	  Yes
No
   ☐
☐
   ☐
☐
   ☐
☐


Evaluation the quality of the research
	1. Does the introduction provide sufficient background and does it include relevant motivation regarding performing the study?
2. Is the research design appropriate and does it have a strong focus on targets?
3. Are the methods adequately used and performed in accordance to the highest technical standards?
4. Are the biological studies carried out and presented in accordance with generally accepted ethical research standards?
5. Is the experimental data scientifically sound, comprehensive enough, and analyzed in conformation with statistical guidelines so as to draw the conclusions?
6. Are the conclusions supported by the results?
	
	Yes       Can be        Must be        Not 
           improved    improved    applicable

☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐

☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐


Evaluation the quality of the manuscript preparation

	1. Is the manuscript organized, prepared and written in an appropriate way and according to the guidelines for authors?
2. Are the materials, tools, software and methods described in sufficient detail in order to allow other researchers to reproduce the results?
3. Are the tables adequate, clear, concise and presented according to the guide for authors?
4. Are the figures and figure legends (illustrations/ drawings) adequate and presented according to the guide for authors?
5. Are the experimental data, results and evaluations presented and interpreted appropriately?
6. Are the conclusions clear, concise and supported by the results?
7. Is the English language appropriate and understandable?
8. Are the included references relevant and presented according to the guide for authors?
	
	Yes       Can be        Must be        Not 
           improved    improved    applicable

☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐

☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐

☐     ☐     ☐     ☐
☐     ☐     ☐     ☐


 Please evaluate the following aspects of the manuscript on a scale from 1 to 10:
1. Interest to the reader’s journal (Would the paper attract a wide readership; would it only be of interest to a limited number of people?): (1-10) = Choose an item.
2. Overall merit o the manuscript (Can the work be considered an advancement towards new knowledge in medicine and was the research presented in a resourceful way?)
The recommendation for the publication of the manuscript is:
	Accept as it is
	Accept after minor revisions
	Reconsider after major revisions
	Reject

	☐
	☐
	☐
	☐
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