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INSTRUCTIONS FOR REVIEWERS

Dear Reviewer:	

Thank you for agreeing to review a manuscript for our journal. 
Peer review is an important element in the publication of research articles, preliminary reports, reviews, technical reports and other contributions in order to ensure quality, relevance, efficiency and respect for ethical standards. 
All manuscripts undergoing peer review at the Croatian Review of Rehabilitation Research (HRRI) are confidential and cannot be distributed, shared or used in any way prior to publication.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The peer review process at HRRI is double-blind. On the basis of your and other peer review(s) received, the journal editor, and when necessary the members of the Editorial Board, will decide to accept, reject or request revision of this manuscript. 
Be sure to indicate below whether you are willing to consider a revised version of this manuscript. 
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1) Decision about the manuscript's acceptability and categorisation


Recommendation about the manuscript (please check the appropriate box ☑):




	
	accept without revision

	
	accept with minor revisions 

	
	accept with major revisions 

	
	reject






Category of the manuscript (please check the appropriate box ☑):



	
	original research article

	
	review

	
	preliminary report

	
	technical report

	
	other 






2)  Please consider the following questions during your review:

	1. 
	Does the content of the manuscript correspond to the topics covered in the Croatian Review of Rehabilitation Research?


	

	2. 
	Is the title of the manuscript appropriate?




	

	3. 
	Is the manuscript clearly written and well structured? If it describes applied research, does it contain all necessary sections (Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion, Conclusion, and a Summary and Keywords in both languages - Croatian and English)? 

	

	4. 
	Are all figures and tables clear and understandable? 




	

	5. 
	Is literature cited according to the formatting instructions that we sent you? Do the authors cite primarily irrerelevant literature or do the authors mention others' ideas without appropriate citation? 

	

	6. 
	Do you have any concerns about unethical practices in the preparation of the manuscript (e.g. plagiarism, data falsification, duplicate publication of the same original data, abuse of authorship)? 

	

	7. 
	Contribution and/or deficiencies of the manuscript (e.g. scientific contribution to the field, relevance of the topic, practical application)
	







3) Please write your constructive comments and suggestions in the table below to help the author(s) incorporate them into the revised manuscript. 
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