Science, Engineering and Technology – The review report
www.setjournal.com

	GENERAL INFORMATION

	Manuscript title
	

	Article type
	Click here to choose option



	PAPER QUALITY EVALUATION AND REVIEWER COMMENTS
Please mark your ratings (evaluation) from 1 to 5 where 1 implies the worst and 5 indicates the best.

	ASPECT
	WORST
(1)
	Rating
(1-5)
	BEST 
(5)
	Recommendations and Comments
(Delete the text below and replace it with your comments and recommendations - optional)

	The title
	Poor
	
	Good
	The title is adequate to the content of the article.

	Scope
	Irrelevant
	
	Relevant
	Is the manuscript relevant to the topics of the SET Journal? 

	Manuscript structure
	Poor
	
	Excellent
	Please provide comments on the manuscript structure and organization.

	Manuscript objectives
	Poor
	
	Excellent
	The manuscript clearly indicated objectives?

	Abstract clarity
	Poor
	
	Excellent
	Appropriateness of abstract as a description of the manuscript? 

	Keywords
	Incomplete
	
	Adequate
	Keywords are descriptive and there is an adequate number?

	Introduction clarity
	Poor
	
	Excellent
	Provide comments about Introduction structure and content quality.

	Content clarity
	Low
	
	High
	Provide comments about the structure and content quality of the manuscript.

	Conclusion clarity
	Poor
	
	Excellent
	Provide comments about Introduction structure and content quality.

	Technical correctness
	Incorrect
	
	Correct
	Does the manuscript contain some errors and inaccuracies regarding presented facts or logic?

	Figures and tables
	Incorrect
	
	Correct
	Figures and tables are numbered properly with descriptive titles?

	References
	Incomplete
	
	Adequate
	The reference list is adequate and cited in order? Discuss the quality of the references.

	Survey coverage
	Shallow
	
	Broad
	Does the manuscript contain a detailed literature survey or a summary of the results?

	Originality (Novelty)
	Low
	
	High
	Highlight if the manuscript contains some original contributions.

	Value to Readers 
	No new
	
	Significant
	Does the manuscript contain a contribution to the scientific or professional area/discipline? 

	Grammar
	Poor
	
	Good
	Terminology, style and language are adequate? Provide a list of required changes.

	Manuscript template
	Incomplete
	
	Adequate
	The manuscript is written under "Instructions for Authors" and using the adequate template?

	ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
Delete the text below and replace it and make detailed comments, suggestions, and recommendations directly in this form.

	· Provide at least one-paragraph description of the content of this manuscript. Identify and discuss the contribution of the manuscript and higlight the good parts of the research. Specific comments and suggestions (on layout and format, title, abstract, introduction, method, statistical errors, results, conclusion/discussion, language, and references) will be greatly appreciated.
· Your comments are a valuable aid to the author(s) to help in improving the overall technical quality, utility, and readability of the material. You are welcomed to provide comments to help the author(s) focus on the highlighted issues you have raised in your review. You may offer suggestions that you think will improve the manuscript readability. You are welcome to provide specific references that will improve the quality of the submitted manuscript.
· If you agree to accept this paper, please illustrate your reasons why this paper is qualified to be published in the Science, Engineering and Technology and provide revision suggestions if you have any. Please emphasize if you feel that significant improvements or major editing are needed. Your comments should consist of guidance for possible revisions that clearly explain reasons for acceptance or rejection of the manuscript. If you believe the manuscript should be rejected, please expound on the reasons. For example, you can highlight if there is no sufficient quality and novelty or seriously flawed to be accepted.
Referees are encouraged to suggest additional material that would enhance the value of the article. They should feel free to propose approaches they believe would make the article more useful. Referees are welcome to provide comments to help the author(s) focus on the highlighted issues they have raised in the review process. Also, each reviewer can suggest additional reviewers.

	· Provide a summary comment on the overall suitability of the manuscript for publication in the Science, Engineering and Technology journal. For example, if this is an outstanding contribution, please so state.




	RECOMMENDATION

	Recommendation
	Choose an item.

	Accept to review a revision
(If required)?  
	Choose an item.



Thank you very much for your contribution!





Criteria for article evaluation
The Editor and reviewers' comments serve as valuable guidance for authors, aiding in improving the overall quality, utility, and readability of the article. By focusing on highlighted issues raised in the review, authors can effectively address areas needing improvement. Constructive feedback from reviewers is essential for enhancing the article's quality, utility, and readability, and reviewers are encouraged to suggest improvements and potential additional reviewers. Some of the most important criteria for evaluating the acceptance of an article are summarized below:
Scope: 
· The article is within the journal's scope (topics)
· The article type is within the journal's scope (research, review, case study).
· Adherence to quality and publication ethics standards.
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