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TITLE, ABSTRACT AND INTRODUCTION

The title is relevant, precise and reflects \Y
the overall contents of the study.
The abstract is clear and precise consist Vv
bacis information, which includes the
purpose, issues, methodology, and
significance of the study.

The abstract reflect the overall content of \Y
the study.

Keywords are relevant and appropiate. Vv
The introduction section has a clear v

statement demonstrating that the focus
of the study. The problem definition is
stated clearly. There is a brief, well-
articulated summary of research
literature that substantiates the study.
The purposes, research question(s), and v
Jor hypotheses appropiate to the topic
and area of study are related clearly.
The significance of the study is described v
in terms of:

a) Knowledge generation

b) Professional application

c) Positive social change
Show appropriate preparation and v
knowledgfe through the background/
review of literature in the related area.




Comparison/ contrast of different
viewpoints/ different research outcames
is made.

The content of the reviews is drawn from
acceptable peer-reviewed journals or
sound academic journals and the
literature is reasonably recent.

Evaluation Criteria

Comments

Clearly explain the research design,
sampling procedure and instruments
development.

The process by which the data were
generated, gathered, and recorded is
clearly described.

How the data will be analyzed is
articulated. Clearly describe the software
program used to analyze the data.

Results are presented clearly and
analyzed appropiately.

The conclusions adequately tie together
the other elements of the paper.

The paper identifies clearly any
implications for research, practice and/or
society.

The findings are clear, well grounded and
thought out.

The paper clearly presents its case and is
written with correct grammar,
punctuation, spelling and sentence
structure.

Does not have over-reliance on limited
sources and in-text citations are found in
the reference list.
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