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3. Reviewer's report – monograph; textbook

Reviewer’s report
(monograph; textbook)

	Author(s), or editor(s) of the publication:
	

	Title of the publication:
	

	General evaluation

	Appropriateness of the title:
	Is the title appropriate in relation to the content and objective(s) of the publication?

a) yes  

b) no (the title is too vague, or specific, or unrelated to the content and objective(s) of the publication)

Suggested title:



	Stating the objective(s) in the introduction:


	a) stated clearly and precisely
b) stated vaguely 

c) not stated

	Stating the merits in the conclusion:


	d) stated clearly and precisely

e) stated vaguely 

f) not stated

	The content of the publication

	Context:
	a) the author presents the content in the insider-like manner, the research accounts for the existing approaches
b) the context is not fully given; the author presents the matter in an all-embracing way
c) the author does not present the matter in the appropriate framework, or does not consider the current approaches

	Methodology:
	a) clear and focused, applied consistently in accordance with the objectives

b) vague or complicated, unsuitable for achieving the set objectives

	Aims:
	a) the author met the objectives
b) the author met the objectives partially
c) the author did not meet the objectives

	The level of innovativeness:


	a) yes (the author creates a new quality in the given field)
b) partially
c) no


	Language and formatting

	Language and stylistics:
	(a) acceptable without revision

(b) minor revision is necessary

(c) substantial revision is required

	Formatting
	(a) acceptable without revision

(b) minor revision is necessary

(c) substantial revision is required

	Length:
	Is the length of the publication proportional to its content and relevance?

a) yes
b) no

	Other reviewer’s remarks and comments:


	Final evaluation:
	a) The book is suitable for publication in the present form. 

b) The book is suitable for publication after incorporating the comments and after eliminating the shortcomings.
c) I do not recommend publishing the book in the present form.


	Reviewer's name (with academic titles) and affiliation:
	Date:
	Signature:
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