
College of Science Level: PhD  

 
Scientific Evaluation Form of Review 

PhD studies 

Science College 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Department: Biology 

Student name. Sakar Abdulqadr Saheed 

Title of the Article: Antifungal activity of some medicinal plants 

Article Subject: 

No. Elements of Evaluation Mark Evaluation mark 

 
1 

The title topic reflects the content of the paper, and it is short and 

interesting. If the abstract is short and informative enough to stand on 

its own, and are key words adequate as regards the content of the 
paper? 

 
16 14 

2 
The introduction of the paper describes the problem within a 

theoretical framework with clearly defined research objectives. An 
appropriate research design has been used. 

20 18 

3 
The extent of contemporary study in the article shows a complete, 

clear, and well-organized presentation. The content is precise, 
technical, and academic. (Seminar presentation) 

32 29 

4 
A conclusion describes implications for theory, research, and/or 
practice. Logical conclusions from the data have been drawn. 16 13 

5 
Quality method and language integrity, the reference list follows one 

style as in Zanco Journal. There is good correspondence between the 
cited and referenced works. Do not exceed 5000 words. 

16 14 
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1 

Is the chosen title topic relevant to the review and interesting? Does 

it concisely describe the topic and provide the necessary 

information? Does it include all aspects, especially the title and 

content of the article? 

 

16 

 

2 
The introduction to the material was evaluated within a theoretical 

framework, and the objectives of the study were clearly defined. 

The appropriate study design was used. 
20 

 

3 
A contemporary study, presented fully, clearly, and organized. The 

content is detailed and focuses on technical and academic topics 

(seminar presentation). 
32 

 

4 
The results are effective and show important data and information 

that are presented logically. 
16 
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quality method and language integrity, the reference list follows 

one style with Zanco Journal . There is good correspondence 

between the cited and referenced works. Do not exceed 5000 

words. 
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