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Article Name: 
Article Number: 
Author Name (e.g. John et al.): 
Submission Type: 
Background
On a scale of 1-4, 1 being the worst and 4 being the best how well did the authors complete the following items in the Background section. 
1= Missing Item 
2= Item Present and Requires Substantial Changes
3= Item Present and Requires Minor Changes 
4= Item Present and Requires No Changes 
1. Clearly states the objective of the article 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
2. Clearly stated the public health relevance of the article 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
3. The background section has sufficient information describing the public health problem. 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
4. The background section is properly organized and has clear logical flow. 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
5. Please copy and paste the objective statement: 

	“ 



Any other comments or material that is important to state: 
	



Methods 
On a scale of 1-4, 1 being the worst and 4 being the best, how well did the authors complete the following items in the Methods section. 
1= Missing item
 2= Item Present and Requires Substantial Changes
 3= Item Present and Requires Minor Changes
 4= Item Present and Requires No Changes
1. Stated the independent and dependent variables 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
2. Clearly described how the variables were operationalized 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
3. Described the measures used 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
4. Comprehensive description of the methodology used 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A] 
5. Methodology is scientifically sound and appropriate for the research question presented 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
6. Followed PRISMA guidelines or systematic approach when reviewing literature
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A] 
7. Methods section is properly organized and has clear logical flow
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
Any other comments or material that is important to state: 
	




Results 
On a scale of 1-4, 1 being the worst and 4 being the best, how well did the authors complete the following items in the Results section. 
1= Missing item 
2= Item Present and Requires Substantial Changes 
3= Item Present and Requires Minor Changes
4= Item Present and Requires No Changes 
1. Provided a comprehensive overview of the results of the results
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
2. Provided information regarding the statistical significance of the results (P-value, CI, etc.)
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
3. Presented figures/ tables that are appropriate for the type of data presented 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A] 
4. Figures/ tables are clear enough to accurately assess the results being presented 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
5. Results section is properly organized and has clear logical flow 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
Any other comments or material that is important to state:
	



Discussion 
On a scale of 1-4, 1 being worst and 4 being the best, how well did the authors complete the following items in the Discussion section. 
1= Missing Item
 2= Item Present and Requires Substantial Changes 
3= Item Present and Requires Minor Changes 
4= Item Present and Requires No Changes 
1. Provided a review of the study aims
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
2. Provided a review of key results
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
3. Presented similarities and differences between the study’s findings and that of previous literature 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
4. Clearly states the limitations of the study 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
5. Described the implications of the study
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
6. Provided future directions 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
7. Discussion section is properly organized and has clear logical flow 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
Any other comments or material that is important to state: 
	




Overall Review of the Article 
On a scale of 1-4, 1 being the worst and 4 being the best, how well did the authors complete the following items. 
1= Missing Item 
2= Item Present and Requires Substantial Changes 
3= Item Present and Requires Minor Changes 
4= Item Present and Requires No Changes 
1. Used precise words and composed clear sentences 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
2. Individual paragraphs were well-structured 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
3. Connected sentences and paragraphs using transition 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
4. The article had clear logical flow
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]  [N/A] 
5. Wrote in a way that ensured clarity and coherence 
[1]   [2]   [3]   [4]   [N/A]
Please provide any additional comments regarding the overall logical flow of the article 
	




 

