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1. Review form 
[bookmark: _xhidvjecsfzw]Review assessment criteria: 
A. The article has elevance to the field of music education
	Satisfactory
	

	Needs revision
	

	Unsatisfactory
	


Comment: 

B. The article has a clearly stated purpose/aim/problem
	Satisfactory
	

	Needs revision
	

	Unsatisfactory
	


Comment: 

C. The theme/problem is appropriately contextualised using relevant and updated literature/previous research
	Satisfactory
	

	Needs revision
	

	Unsatisfactory
	


Comment: 

D. Relevant theory and methodology are employed and accounted for
	Satisfactory
	

	Needs revision
	

	Unsatisfactory
	


Comment: 

E. The article has lear, logical and justified arguments and/or conclusion
	Satisfactory
	

	Needs revision
	

	Unsatisfactory
	


Comment: 

F. Implications to and/or impact to the field are clearly articulated
	Satisfactory
	

	Needs revision
	

	Unsatisfactory
	


Comment:

G. The article is written in a clear language and well presented
	Satisfactory
	

	Needs revision
	

	Unsatisfactory
	


Comment: 



H. Additional comments:
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[bookmark: _joemlg4of2ip]2. Recommendation 

Before submitting you review you will be asked to make one of the following recommendations:

A. Accept manuscript: acceptance as is.
B. Accept after revision: acceptance contingent upon minor revisions.
C. Revise and resubmit: the manuscript is in need of substantial revisions and another round of review.
D. Submit elsewhere: the manuscript is better suited for another journal.
E. Reject manuscript: the manuscript is substandard.
F. See comments: none of the other categories suits the recommendation.


3. Review a revision 
Would you be willing to review a revision of this manuscript, should the editors suggest so?
(mark as relevant)
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