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PEER-REVIEW FORM
Empirical Research



Title: ……………………………………………………………………………….………….
Reviewed by* (Name, Surname, title, affiliation): …………………………………..………...
………………………………………………………………………………………………..
* The review process is confidential; the information will only be available to the editors.



I. REVIEW

Each category is scored on a scale from 1 to 5 (1 – Very poor, 2 – Poor, 3 – Acceptable, 4 – Good, 5 – Excellent).


1. Topic
	The topic is relevant to the field of education.
	

	The study addresses a clearly defined and timely issue. 
	

	The article makes an original contribution to the field (in relation to education as a whole/in the Romanian context). 
	

	The results have theoretical or practical relevance (e.g., for theoretical knowledge, educational policies, teaching practices). 
	



2. Structure
	The title reflects the content of the article (highlights the key idea/concepts).
	

	The abstract clearly presents the objectives, methods, and results (in a concise, non-descriptive, format).
	

	The introduction/ rationale argues the importance of the topic.
	

	The research objectives/questions are clearly formulated (in clear wording, in an appropriate number).
	

	The structure of the article is logical and coherent (it includes all components: rationale, methodology, results, discussion, conclusions).
	








3. Theoretical Framework
	The referenced literature is relevant (there are references to key works on the topic).
	

	The conceptualization is appropriate to the topic and is directly related to the aspects under investigation.
	

	The sources are up to date and varied (from national and international scientific literature).
	

	There is a critical integration of the literature (for the argumentation, analysis, and illustration of an idea, etc.).
	

	The study refers to/draws upon other research relevant to the topic (if applicable).
	



4. Research Methodology
	The research design is appropriate for the objectives and is clearly presented (stages, timeline, context of application, research ethics, etc.).
	

	The concepts/variables under investigation are operationalized.
	

	The sampling methodology/participant selection method is appropriate, clearly described and justified.
	

	The data collection methods are clearly specified and appropriate for the research purpose.
	

	The research instruments are clearly presented and scientifically accurate.
	

	The data processing and analysis procedures are accurate, and their use is transparent, clearly justified, and consistent with the research objectives/hypotheses/questions.
	



5. Results
	The results are presented clearly (explanatory text supported by tables, graphs, and images), in accordance with the research objectives/hypotheses/questions.
	

	The obtained data support the main ideas of the analysis.
	

	The interpretation of the results is appropriate and scientifically sound.
	

	The discussion is related to and contextualized within the existing literature.
	



6. Conclusions and implications
	The conclusions are clear and justified, and in direct correlation with the research results.
	

	The limitations of the study are pointed out.
	

	The study has implications for educational practices and policies and/or for research in the field.
	



7. Writing
	The academic language is clear and correct.
	

	Tables and figures are clear and correctly formatted.
	

	Citations/ quotes and references comply with the academic standards of the Journal of Pedagogy.
	




II.  FINAL DECISION

The resolution is (please mark one option with an X):

	Acceptance of the manuscript 
	

	Acceptance of the manuscript with minor revisions* 
	

	Acceptance of the manuscript with major revisions* 
	

	Rejection of the manuscript 
	



· To be accepted, the article must score at least 3 points for each category.
· (to determine the order of priority for publication by the editors) Formula for calculating the final score = (score C1*10 + score C2*10 + score C3*10 + score C4*25 + score C5*25 + score C6*10 + score C7*10) / 100. 


III. COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS FOR THE AUTHOR(S)
*Please clearly and concisely indicate the main issues the author needs to reconsider/ improve.

	


















 

IV. If applicable, comments for the editor (these are confidential and will not be sent to the author):
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Reviewed by* (Name, Surname, title, affiliation): …………………………………..………...
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* The review process is confidential; the information will only be available to the editors.


I. REVIEW

Each category is scored on a scale from 1 to 5 (1 – Very poor, 2 – Poor, 3 – Acceptable, 4 – Good, 5 – Excellent).


1. Topic
	The topic is relevant to the field of education.
	

	The study addresses a clearly defined and timely theoretical issue.
	

	The analysis offers new perspectives on the topic.
	



2. Structure
	The title reflects the content of the article (highlights the key idea/concepts).
	

	The abstract clearly presents the purpose and main ideas of the study.
	

	The introduction argues the importance of the topic.
	

	The objectives or theoretical questions are clearly formulated.
	

	The structure of the article is logical and coherent.
	



3. Theoretical Framework
	The referenced literature is relevant (there are references to works that are relevant to the topic).
	

	The conceptualization is appropriate to the topic and is directly related to the aspects under investigation.
	

	The sources are up to date and varied (from national and international scientific literature).
	

	There is a critical integration of the literature (for the purpose of arguing, analyzing, or illustrating an idea, etc.).
	

	The study refers to/draws upon other studies/research relevant to the topic (if applicable).
	




4. Theoretical Argumentation
	The argumentation is clear and well-structured.
	

	The ideas are developed logically and supported by the literature.
	

	The conceptual analysis is rigorous.
	

	There is consistency between the study objectives and the argumentation.
	

	Alternative or critical theoretical perspectives are discussed.
	



5. Conclusions and Implications
	The conclusions are clear and well-reasoned.
	

	The conclusions reflect the theoretical analysis that was conducted.
	

	The limitations of the analysis are pointed out.
	

	The study has implications for research in the field and/or for educational practices and policies.
	




6. Writing
	The academic language is clear and correct.
	

	The text structure is coherent and easy to follow.
	

	The use of concepts is precise and consistent.
	

	Citations/ quotes and references comply with the academic standards of the Journal of Pedagogy.
	





II.  FINAL DECISION

The resolution is (please mark one option with an X):

	Acceptance of the manuscript 
	

	Acceptance of the manuscript with minor revisions* 
	

	Acceptance of the manuscript with major revisions* 
	

	Rejection of the manuscript 
	



· To be accepted, the article must score at least 3 points for each category.
· (to determine the order of priority for publication by the editors) Formula for calculating the final score = (score C1*10 + score C2*10 + score C3*25 + score C4*25 + score C5*20 + score C6*10) / 100







III. COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS FOR THE AUTHOR(S)
*Please clearly and concisely indicate the main issues that the author needs to reconsider/ improve.

	











 IV. If applicable, comments for the editor (these are confidential and will not be sent to the author):
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