	[image: A logo with text and images

Description automatically generated with medium confidence]
	Editorial office: Journal of Agriculture and Plant Sciences (JAPS) 
Faculty of Agriculture, Goce Delcev University - Stip, 
Krste Misirkov, 10-A, P.O. Box 201, 2000 Stip, Republic of North Macedonia



[bookmark: _Hlk186572936]REVIEWER FORM

The Editorial Office of Journal of Agriculture and Plant Sciences truly values peer reviewers’ contributions, as they ensure the journal high scientific standards and quality.
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Dear reviewer, we kindly ask you to give your feedback in the format given below and submit it as part of the online evaluation process. 

I. Overall evaluation of the manuscript. 
Please, select one choice from the drop-down menu.
	1. Presentation of new/original information 
	I can not decide
	2. Utilization of correct methods: 
	Poor
	3. Application of suitable data processing techniques: 
	Excellent
	4. Clarity of manuscript presentation
	Good
	5. Clarity of results presentation in tables and figures: 
	Poor
	6. Clarity and validity of the conclusions: 
	Good
	7. Use of suitable and correct English language 
	Good
	8. Relevance and adequacy of the literature used: 
	Good
	9. Correct reference citations:
	Good
	10. Overall opinion about the manuscript: 
	Good
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	Review paper 
[bookmark: _Hlk187250729](Review paper provides a comprehensive analysis of a specific problem or research area, based on an extensive collection of published material. It synthesizes, analyzes, and discusses the gathered information, drawing upon a wide range of literature that is closely related to the research field.)
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	Short communication
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	Professional paper
[bookmark: _Hlk187250955](Professional paper serves as valuable contributions to professional practice, without necessarily being tied to original research. Its primary goal is to apply existing research knowledge and adapt it to practical needs. Unlike research papers, professional papers do not require statistical analysis of the results.)
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	Book review
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	☐Yes
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	☐Yes
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III. General recommendation for manuscript publication:

☐ Accept the manuscript without or with minor modifications
☐ Accept the manuscript with major modifications 
☐ Reject the manuscript with possibility for resubmission 
☐ Reject the manuscript 
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