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	Submitted for review on : 
	Deadline for review :
	Number of signs :

	Title of paper : 

	Constitution of the thematic issues 
	The editorial board launches a call for thematic issues within the faculty. The board chooses among the submitted proposals (structure and consistency). If no satisfactory proposal is received, the board launches an international call for guest editors, in French and English; and the proposals are selected through the same process. When proposals include a provisional summary, identifying authors, provisional titles and abstracts, the board also approves this summary. If such summary is not submitted, a second call, this time a call for papers, is launched. Each blinded paper is reviewed by two blind reviewers (the reviewers don’t know the identity of the authors, and neither the author nor the guest editors know the identity of the blind reviewers). The editorial board, in collaboration with the guest editors, synthetizes the reviewers’ comments. Authors are requested to integrate such synthetic comments and submit their final paper. The board checks the conformity of the changes brought by the author. The copyediting and proof-editing is then conducted in collaboration between editorial board, guest editors and authors.

	Evaluation : 


Preliminary questions

	Yes
	No
	Please tick all appropriate boxes (any comments downside)

	
	
	a. The title is accurate, clear and concise

	
	
	b. The paper’s use of English language meets satisfactory quality standards

	
	
	c. The provided paper abstract is accurate

	
	
	d. The abstract's use of English language meets satisfactory quality standards

	
	
	e. The proposed keywords are adequate and well-chosen

	
	
	f. Theories and concepts used are appropriate and consistent

	
	
	g. The concepts used are well explained or defined

	
	
	h. The whole content of the paper is needed (no superfluous parts)

	
	
	i. The paper is sufficiently detailed and self-explanatory 

	
	
	j. The illustrations provided are necessary and of good quality

	
	
	k. All tables and figures provided are necessary and of good quality

	
	
	l. The data used is relevant, appropriate, likely and reliable

	
	
	m. The data used is presented in a relevant form


	Yes
	No
	To be completed by (any comments downside) :

Guest editor(s) AND journal

	
	
	n. The paper is original, and has not been published before, neither partially nor integrally, nor in a foreign language. Sources to be verified :

- Author’s resume and publication list ;

- compilatio.net

- data bases (avery index, google scholar, proquest, web of science, …)

- author’s profile on academia.edu, researchgate

	
	
	o. all figures have complete captions (including title, author / creator, source, date of creation, copyrights)

	
	
	p. the paper is formatted according to the journal’s sheet of style

	
	
	q. references are presented in the journal’s citation style, and all information is coorrectly provided (full title, press, number and volume for periodics, page numbering, …)

	
	
	r. all quotes are referenced

	
	
	s. there are no evident anachronisms in quotes and references


	Originality of the topic
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 A (very good)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 B (Satisfactory)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 C (Insufficient)

	Comments: 

	Research methods
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 A (very good)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 B (Satisfactory)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 C (Insufficient)

	Comments : 
 

	Relevance of argument and conclusions 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 A (very good)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 B (Satisfactory)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 C (Insufficient)

	Comments : 

	Structure and readibility
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 A (very good)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 B (Satisfactory)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 C (Insufficient)

	Comments : 

	Other comments : 

	


	In conclusion, this article should be : 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Accepted without changes
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Accepted subject to minor changes
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Accepted subject to major changes
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rejected
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