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Title, Abstract, and
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formulated and supported
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Methodology /
Approach
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the objectives or thesis of
the work, derive from the
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Tables, Figures, and
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They are relevant,
legible, correctly cited,
and do not unnecessarily
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Mark N/A if not

applicable.
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References and
Citations

Citations and references
correspond to each other;
sources are relevant and
sufficient; APA 7 is
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Ethics and Integrity
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and competing interests.
No concerns requiring
additional editorial review
are evident.

12

Clarity and Quality of
Writing

The manuscript
demonstrates coherence,
conceptual precision,
logical organization, and
a standard of writing
appropriate for a scientific
publication.
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