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· Use your comments to the author as an opportunity to seek explanation on any unclear points and for further elaboration.
· Please make suggestions as to how the author can improve clarity, succinctness, and the overall quality of presentation of the manuscript.
· Confirm whether you believe the subject of the paper is sufficiently interesting to justify its length; if you recommend shortening the piece, it is useful to author(s) if you can indicate explicit areas where you believe shortening will benefit the manuscript’s impact (or similar language).
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Journal of Applied Communications
Reviewer Instructions and Feedback Form
Research Manuscript Submissions

	Criteria
	Comments to Author(s) (use the manuscript’s line numbers, when appropriate)

	How original is the submission? Or, does it provide an important re-examination of an earlier study (e.g., replication study)?
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	How clear is the presentation of findings? Are data accurate and complete with all appropriate evidence provided? 
	

	How well is the significance of the study’s findings discussed in the context of relevant literature? Do the implications have a solid basis in the findings?
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