Appendix 4
University of Debrecen, Faculty of Economics and Business

Evaluation form of TDK papers
Title of TDK paper: 

Reviewer’s name, position and contact information (e-mail, phone): 

1) The review is only valid with textual justifications also provided (under the tables).
2) Each paper is to be evaluated by two reviewers.
3) If the average of the two reviews is below 26 points (40%), the paper cannot be presented.
4) If there is a difference of more than 15 points between the scores of the two reviewers, a third reviewer is appointed.
1. The structure, editing, style, language of the paper (max. 9 points)
	Carefully edited, properly structured (spelling, length, proportion of chapters, etc.)                             Inadequate, careless work

	3
	2
	1
	0

	The figures, tables are formally complete                                                        Deficient (e.g. source, unit of measurement)

	3
	2
	1
	0

	General comprehensibility, transparency, clarity of language                                    Difficult to follow, incomprehensible

	3
	2
	1
	0


Total points:

Textual justification:
2. The processing of the available literature on the topic of the paper (max.  12 points)
	Adequate number and variety of sources (domestic, international)                                                                   Too few/low

	3
	2
	1
	0

	Accurate references in the text                                                                                               Missing, inaccurate references

	3
	2
	1
	0

	Closely related to the topic, current                                                                                                     Too general, obsolete

	3
	2
	1
	0

	Individually evaluated                                                                                                                  Individually not evaluated

	3
	2
	1
	0


Total points:

Textual justification:
3. Methodology: the quality of the data collection and processing (max. 15 points)
	Independent, high-quality data collection (primary and/or secondary)                   Taken over, no independent collection


	3
	2
	1
	0

	The data collected are comprehensive                                                                                                                    Deficient

	3
	2
	1
	0

	The method chosen is suitable to the objectives                                                              The method chosen is not suitable

	3
	2
	1
	0

	High-quality, modern, correct use of methodology                            Low quality, obsolete, incorrect use of methodology 

	3
	2
	1
	0

	Independent evaluation, opinion in the course of processing              Descriptive processing, mainly relying on literature

	3
	2
	1
	0


Total points:

Textual justification:
4. Results, conclusions, recommendations (max. 18 points)
	The paper provides the results of own work                                             Findings in the literature are presented as results

	3
	2
	1
	0

	The results are numerically and substantively correct                                                                     Erroneous and incorrect

	3
	2
	1
	0

	Novel results and findings                                                                                                                           General findings

	3
	2
	1
	0

	Easily comprehensible presentation of results                                                                                    Confusing framework

	3
	2
	1
	0

	The conclusions drawn from the results are correct                       The conclusions are missing or not based on the results

	3
	2
	1
	0

	Concretely formulated, realistic and unique recommendations               Missing, unrealistic or generic recommendations

	3
	2
	1
	0


Total points:

Textual justification:
5. General evaluation, overall impression (max. 9 points)
	The formulation of concrete objective(s)                                                                                               Lack of objective(s)

	3
	2
	1
	0

	Harmony between the objective(s), methodology, results, conclusions and recommendations                 Lack of the same

	3
	2
	1
	0

	The paper is correct and of high professional quality                                                  Strongly questionable professionally

	3
	2
	1
	0


Total points:

Textual justification:
6. The evaluation of the summary (max. 3 points)
	It properly reflects the essence of the paper (objective, method, conclusion)                Generic text of introductory nature

	3
	2
	1
	0


Total points:

Textual justification:
	TOTAL POINTS (max. 66 points): ……………


Question(s) to answer:
Place and date: 

Signature of the reviewer 

� Secondary data collection carried out in high quality can also be considered as independent data collection.





