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Title Page & Abstract 
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2. Is the abstract structured and 
contains over 1800 characters? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Introduction 

3. Does the introduction provide 
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Material & Methods      

6. Is sufficient information provided for 
a capable researcher to reproduce the 
experiments described? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

7. Are the following points outlined in 
the section: the design of the study, 
criterias of inclusion and exclusion, 
primary and secondary end points, 
statistical methods? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

8. Is the statement related to ethical 
clearance of the study included? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

9. Are appropriate references cited 
where previously established 
methods are used? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Results/statistics      

10. Are the results clearly explained and 
presented in an appropriate format? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

11. Do the figures and tables show 
essential data or are there any that 
could easily be summarized in the 
text? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

12. Are the figures and tables easy to 
interpret? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

13. Are there any additional graphics 
that would add clarity to the text? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

14. Have appropriate statistical methods 
been used to test the significance of 
the results? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Discussion 

15. Are all possible interpretations of the 
data considered or are there 
alternative hypotheses that are 
consistent with the available data? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

16. Are the findings properly described 
in the context of the published 
literature? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

17. Are the limitations of the study 
discussed? If not, what are the major 
limitations that should be discussed? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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Conclusions 

18. Are the conclusions of the study 
supported by appropriate evidence or 
are the claims exaggerated? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Literature cited (introduction, results, discussion) 

19. References prepared according to the 
requirements of the Journal ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

20. Is the literature cited balanced or are 
there important studies not cited, or 
other studies disproportionately 
cited? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Significance and Novelty 

21. Are the claims in the paper 
sufficiently novel to warrant 
publication? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

22. Does the study represent a 
conceptual advance over previously 
published work? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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