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University of Social Welfare and Rehabilitation Sciences
Office of the Vice Chancellor for Research and Technology

Quality Evaluation Form for an Authored Book


Introduction
Dear Reviewer,
We sincerely thank you for devoting your valuable time to the evaluation of the authored book below. This form has been designed for a structured and accurate assessment of the scientific originality, clarity, coherence, and applicability of the work. Your expert comments and impartial evaluation play an essential role in maintaining publication quality standards and promoting responsible knowledge.
With appreciation for your valuable efforts, please study the initial book proposal before beginning the evaluation.
• Please review the book’s content with regard to the target audience, scientific level, and the needs of the relevant specialized field.
• Please provide your valuable comments, as far as possible, based on objective evidence (page/paragraph number).
• The author(s) of the work will benefit greatly from your valuable comments; therefore, where necessary, please write recommendations for improving the book at the end of the form.
With appreciation for your valuable efforts
• Book title: ................................................................................................................................................................................
Please provide your score for each criterion on the specified scale and, where the relevant item is not applicable, select “Not applicable”.


	No.
	Criterion
	Score
	Not evaluable
	Comments, objective evidence, and examples (page/paragraph number)

	1
	Does the book demonstrate scientific innovation, a new perspective, or added research value?
	1 to 10
.......
	
	

	2
	Do the author(s) have the necessary qualifications in terms of expertise, scientific background, and writing experience?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	3
	Is the scientific and specialized level of the content consistent with the needs and knowledge level of the target audience?
	1 to 10
.......
	
	

	4
	Is the title of the book consistent with its scientific content and purpose?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	5
	Is the prose, sentence coherence, and fluency of the book such that the audience can understand it easily?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	6
	Does the book’s content have logical and conceptual coherence among chapters and sections?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	7
	Are the table of contents, chapter organization, and chapter objectives properly designed?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	8
	Are specialized terms used consistently and with fixed terminology throughout the text and chapters?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	9
	Have foreign specialized terms been correctly and consistently rendered into appropriate equivalents?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	10
	Are the scientific sources used valid and relevant to the subject of the book?
	1 to 10
.......
	
	

	11
	Are the scientific sources used up to date (from the last five years) and based on the latest scientific evidence?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	12
	Have texts used from other sources been accurately referenced?
	1 to 10
.......
	
	

	13
	Has the author used figures, tables, and practical examples appropriately to explain concepts?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	14
	Have figures and tables adapted from other sources been properly referenced?
	1 to 5
.......
	
	

	15
	Do the author(s) have a sufficient contribution to the preparation of the book text (in comparison with the evidence used, in accordance with the Publication Regulation)?
	1 to 10
.......
	
	




Summary and Final Recommendation
• How do you evaluate the value and necessity of publishing the work with regard to its target audience?
................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

• What is the main strength of this authored work?
................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

• What is the main weakness that must be addressed before publication?
................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

• Need for editing:
☐ Requires substantial literary/editorial editing.
☐ Requires specialized review by an expert in the field.
☐ Is in an acceptable condition in terms of editing.
Final recommendation of the reviewer:
☐ Approved for publication
☐ Conditionally approved (requires revision)
☐ Rejected

Reviewer’s signature: ______________________________


With thanks,
Department of Medical Information and Scientific Resources
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