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Formal and technical quality of the paper 

• Language quality (choose one): 

 Poor/ Good/ Very good 

• Presentation (Abstract, Keywords, Properly used Headings, References) (choose one): 

Poor/ Good/ Very good 

• Referencing - state of art: (Does the Author use sufficient amount of Sources, are they 

properly used in text, etc.?) (choose one): 

Yes/ No/ Needs improvements 

• Are the Figures and Tables easy to understand, readable and properly described? 

Yes/ No/ Needs improvements 

Content quality of the Paper 

• Originality (your opinion): 

• Does the Paper contribute to the scientific area? 

Yes/ No 

• Does the paper fit into one of the sections: Tourism/ Durable Development/ 

Environmental Studies/ Legislation on Tourism/ Social And Educational Environment/ 

Management and Marketing / Finance And Accounting 

Yes/ No 

• Paper type (Your opinion) (choose one): 

Theoretical Overview/ Case study/ Comparative study/ Other (mention type) 



 

General Notes and Comments 

• Your opinion:  

• Positives: 

• Negatives: 

• Suggestions for improvements: 

Summary 

• Would you recommend this Paper (extended version) for publishing in the Quaestus 

Journal? 

Yes/ No/ Yes after revision 

• Your final decision: 

Accept/ Reject/ Accept after revision (specify what should be improved) 

 

 

 


