The 9th MATHEMATICAL CREATIVITY AND GIFTEDNESS Conference, June 2015

PAPER REVIEW FORM ES – EMPIRICAL STUDY 

Title of the paper: 
Code of the paper: 
Reviewer's code:  


REVIEW

Please comment in each of the following sections.  In each section use as much space as required.

1. Relevance to the MCG-2015 International Conference audience:

	[image: image1.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image2.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image3.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image4.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


2. Focus and rationale of the paper:  

	[image: image5.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image6.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image7.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image8.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


3. Theoretical framework and related literature: 

	[image: image9.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image10.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image11.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image12.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


4. Research methodology: 
	[image: image13.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image14.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image15.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image16.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


5. Discussion of results and validity of conclusions:

	[image: image17.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image18.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image19.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image20.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


6. Relevance and clarity of drawings, graphs and tables:

	[image: image21.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image22.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image23.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image24.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


7. Appropriateness of abstract as a description of the paper:

	[image: image25.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image26.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image27.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image28.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


8. Clarity and standard of English:

	[image: image29.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image30.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image31.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image32.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


9. Reference list, adequate and correctly cited:

	[image: image33.wmf]4: excellent
	

	[image: image34.wmf]3: good
	

	[image: image35.wmf]2: fair
	

	[image: image36.wmf]1: poor
	

	
	


My recommendation is as follows

Recommendation for publication (mark one):  
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 The paper is highly innovative and very well organized. Consequently it is accepted for presentation as a research report.
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