
 

 
 
 
 
 

Guide for Reviewers 
 

Title of the 
paper 

 
 

 

 
Please evaluate the article submitted to our journal as follows: 
 
1. Written evaluation – feedback and comments on the article  
In 1-5 pages please make a comment about the paper regarding the following aspects, stating your 
suggestions for paper improvement: 

Abstract 
 
 

 

Introduction 
and  
literature 
review 

 
 
 
 

Methodology  
 
 
 

Results  
 
 

Conclusions  
 
 

References  
 
 

Language 
 
 

 

Other 
comments 
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2.  The abstract synthesizes well the content of the article   
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relevance of the results.  
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6.  The source of the database is reliable (official databases, representative 
samples, etc) 

  

7.  The scientific contribution of the paper is original for the economic theory or 
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