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for the series „Studia Informatica Pomerania”

Review form is available on the page:
http://www.wneiz.pl/studiainformatica
Reviewer

…………………………………………………………………………………………………...

First name, last name, title (degree), Tel.; e-mail
......................................................                                            ...................................................
Date                                                                                                                      Signature of reviewer

REVIEW
Title of article:
…………………………………………………………………………………………………..........

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………

1. Article evaluation
	
	Features
	Opinion (Points)


	I
	Evaluation of the problem area (formulation of the research problem and purpose, creativity / innovation in relation to previous research or applications, timeliness)
Number of points 0-20
	

	II
	Evaluation of the research method (structure of the article, used research methods, adequacy of the literature to the subject and its relevance)
Number of points 0-20
	

	III
	Evaluation of the content (degree of goal realisation, originality of results, the importance for science, practical value, that is identifying areas and opportunities for implementation)

Number of points 0-50
	

	IV
	Formal evaluation (linguistic correctness, correct form of presentation, technical aspects of the article)

Number of points 0-10
	

	Total number of points:  0-100
	


Articles that receive less than 50% of the maximum number of points are not suitable for printing.
2. Information for authors
	Comments to authors / suggested changes and corrections

Please provide comments to the authors, proposals for adjustments in the article

	


3. Reviewer’s recommendations 
	Article is suitable for printing:
	Decision

	as presented
	

	after taking into account the amendments
	

	after total rewriting
	

	after completing and expanding the research
	

	Article is not suitable for printing
	


4. Would the reviewer like to see the article after taking into account the amendments? 
	yes
	no 

	
	


