Reviewer’s Template for Systematic Review Article Review
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Thank you for agreeing to review this systematic review article. Please rate the manuscript based on the following sections using a scale from 1 to 10, where 1 is very poor and 10 is outstanding. If you rate any section below 6, please provide detailed explanations and constructive suggestions for improvement.

Manuscript Information
· Title of Manuscript:
· Manuscript ID (if applicable):
· Reviewer’s Name:
· Date of Review:

1. Clarity of Research Question(s) and Objectives (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the research questions or objectives of the systematic review clearly defined? Is it evident what specific gaps in the literature the review is aiming to address?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

2. Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the inclusion and exclusion criteria clearly defined and appropriate for the research question? Is there a clear justification for the criteria chosen?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

3. Literature Search Strategy (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Is the literature search strategy clearly described, including the databases and keywords used? Are the search parameters (time period, language restrictions, etc.) appropriate and well-justified?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

4. Study Selection and Data Extraction (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Is the process for study selection and data extraction well-described and reproducible? Are the methods for selecting studies and extracting data transparent and systematic?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

5. Risk of Bias Assessment (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Does the manuscript provide a clear assessment of the risk of bias for the included studies? Are appropriate tools or criteria used to assess the quality of the studies? Is the assessment process clearly explained?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

6. Data Synthesis and Analysis (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Is the data synthesis method (qualitative or quantitative) appropriate for the studies included in the review? Is a meta-analysis conducted when appropriate, and are the methods for pooling data clearly explained?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

7. Results and Interpretation (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the results clearly presented and appropriately interpreted? Are the findings of individual studies and the overall conclusion discussed in relation to the research question(s)?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

8. Sensitivity Analysis and Subgroup Analysis (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are sensitivity analyses or subgroup analyses performed, where applicable? Are these analyses described and interpreted correctly?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

9. Discussion and Implications (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Does the discussion appropriately interpret the results in the context of existing literature? Are the strengths, limitations, and potential biases of the review addressed? Are the implications for practice, policy, and future research discussed thoroughly?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

10. Conclusions and Recommendations (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the conclusions well-supported by the findings of the review? Are practical or theoretical recommendations clearly presented based on the evidence synthesized in the review?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

11. Clarity & Structure (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Is the manuscript clearly written and logically organized? Are the sections (e.g., abstract, introduction, methods, results, discussion, conclusions) clearly defined and easy to follow? Is the language professional and concise?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

12. References & Citations (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the references up-to-date, relevant, and comprehensive? Are all cited studies appropriately referenced, and are key studies in the field included? Are there any major gaps in the literature cited?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

13. Ethical Considerations (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the ethical considerations adequately addressed, such as conflicts of interest or funding sources? Is there transparency about the review process?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

14. Overall Quality (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Overall, how would you rate the quality of the manuscript in terms of scientific rigor, clarity, and contribution to the field? Does it meet the standards for publication in a peer-reviewed journal?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

15. Overall Recommendation
· Accept without revisions
· Minor revisions required
· Major revisions required
· Reject

Additional Comments to the Author(s)
Please provide any other comments, suggestions, or recommendations for improving the manuscript. You may also mention any sections that require clarification or expansion.

Final Assessment
· Total Score (Out of 10): [Insert Total Score]
(Ensure your total score reflects the overall quality of the systematic review based on individual section ratings.)

Signature of Reviewer (Optional):
[Name of Reviewer]

Notes for Authors:
· Please ensure that you carefully address the reviewer’s comments and make any necessary revisions before resubmitting your manuscript.
· If you disagree with any of the reviewer’s suggestions, please provide a clear explanation of why in your response to reviewers.
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