Guidelines for reviewers

Is the subject within the area of PVM?

Are the conclusions sound and based on the results obtained?

Is it a new and valuable study?

If yes to all these three questions, then continue the reviewing process. If not, then consider whether the limitations are that grave that the paper should be rejected

Is the title reflecting the content of the paper?

Is the abstract sufficiently informative when read in isolation?

Are the keywords appropriate?

Is the introduction of sufficient length and clearly written to describe the issue covered in the paper?

Is the aim described clearly?

Is the material described sufficiently and does it hold a good quality?

Are the methods applied described clearly and used in an appropriate manner?

Are the results presented clearly?

Is the discussion sound and takes into account the results found

Are the different elements of the paper placed in the right section? – Like no discussion of results in the results section etc.

Is the relevant literature cited?

Is the reference list written according to the style of PVM?

Are the relevant tables and figures included and presented clearly?

Is the written English clear and concise?

Is the paper of sufficient length? And is each section of the paper of an appropriate length?
