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	No
	Review Section
	Reviewer Assessment

	
	
	Excellent
(85-100)
	Good
(70-84)
	Acceptable
(60-69)
	Little
(50-59)

	1
	New explanations of familiar topics
	
	
	
	

	2
	Excellent descriptions or explanations of complex subjects
	
	
	
	

	3
	Tutorials or review articles
	
	
	
	

	4
	Useful or interesting background information
	
	
	
	

	5
	Enjoyable and informed historical perspective or overview
	
	
	
	

	6
	Have merit (through its rigor, accuracy, or correctness)
	
	
	
	

	7
	Original (previously unpublished and solely the work of the author)
	
	
	
	

	8
	Abstract with a sufficient summary of the paper and outline of goals, results, and conclusion, including conveying sufficient understanding when read in isolation from the paper 
	
	
	
	

	9
	Have an adequate title (correctly describes the article such that reading it alone would convey the nature and content)
	
	
	
	

	10
	Have reasonable conclusions (based on the results presented, or ideas/concepts discussed)
	
	
	
	

	11
	Is clear and concise (well-expressed ideas readable and understandable by its intended readership)
	
	
	
	

	12
	Uses correct English (sufficiently conveys the science and intent/meaning or purpose)
	
	
	
	

	13
	Do the references look appropriate for the topic? Are key papers missing that you would expect to see?
	
	
	
	

	14
	Is the distribution of journals and publications cited, and the age of the citations, appropriate?
	
	
	
	

	15
	Do the references demonstrate that the author is aware of current and key research in their field?
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	
	
	
	

	Reviewer comment:
1.
2.
3.
4.


Recommendation from reviewer:
a) Accept without any revision 
b) Accept with minor revision 
c) Major revision 


Note: 
1. Papers with score more than 900 will be published in AIP Proceeding  indexed Scopus
2. Selected paper to be published in Scopus indexed Journal will be chosen from 30 best papers (based on the score) 
3. Papers with score less than 900 will be published in JSAE only
