[image: ][image: ]

REVIEWER’S SHEET
(for reviewing the manuscripts submitted for the conference book of IDK2024)


1. Title of manuscript:



2. Summarized opinion on the manuscript:

Main aspects:

- logical structure of the manuscript, clear description of the problem and the aim, explanation of the topic
- the problem investigated by the manuscript is interesting and up-to-date 
- choice and application of the method is correct
- quality synthetization of the topic
- clear and good-quality language
- appropriate illustrations








3. Conclusion (the reviewer’s opinion – please underline):
1. Suggested for publication – without any corrections
1. Suggested for publication – with minor corrections (please find the reviewer’s suggestions in point nr. 4)
1. Fundamental corrections and add-ins are needed (plese find the reviewer’s requirements in point nr. 4)
1. I do not support the publication of the manuscript in the conference book of IDK2024. 

Notes of the reviewer for the Editor:














4. Suggestions of the reviewer for the corrections and add-ins to the manuscript

a)  suggestions for the corrections and add-ins to the manuscript
b) requirements of the reviewer for minor editing and supplements of the manuscript
c) technical corrections and add-ins: correction of language, figures, maps, tables and reference list 


a) 

b)

c)


[bookmark: h.w0nhs7k27bvm]
[bookmark: h.2ud6ti55f339]By adding my signature below I provide my consent for my name to appear at the end of the article in the published IDK2024 Conference book as the reviewer of this manuscript. 
[bookmark: h.2krye7u99dxf]
[bookmark: h.gjdgxs]Name of the reviewer: 
Workplace/Institution:





Date: 

									signature
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