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Introduction 
The target audience that this test will focus on are the readers of the document. The audience will be able to test the usability of reading a given document. The peer review will be able to give clear results whether the audience was able to attain the goals aimed at reading the given document. The audience, however, will have to go through the document in order to go on with the peer review. This review will help the reader to access whether the document/article/book gives exactly what he she expected after reading it.
Graphics/illustration pictures
Security 
The audience can be assured of the safety measures that have been put in the submission of the peer review. The audience don’t have to register but they can submit their reviews as anonymous users. They are assured of their privacy.
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Instructions/Userbility revision handout
The following instruction are useful in accessing whether the piece of work touches a number of issues that most of the readers will want to know after reading it.

To the audience
1. What, particularly, do you criticism on? …………………………………………………………………………
2. If you don't mind compose three inquiries underneath which you'd like your to reply in the wake of perusing your underlying draft. ……………………………
Paper Requirements 
3. Does the paper meet prerequisites? Yes or No (Explain) ………………………………………………
4. Does the terms in the paper give the real definition of the subject? Explain
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
Presentation 
5. Does the paper/article/book open easily (e.g. with a progression of facetious inquiries, convincing short story, stunning measurement) and in a way that influences you to need to peruse more?
.....................................................................................................................................................
6.  On the off chance that yes, what do you discover particularly compelling? If not, recommend a way this creator could begin the paper. …………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
7. What is the proposition of the paper? Do you observe this claim to be clear? Intriguing? Inventive? What do you particularly discover convincing about the proposal? What needs work? 
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….
8. Does the presentation review the primary purposes of the paper? (Truly NO) ………………………………………………………………………………………………..
Body 
9. Is the paper efficient? Would you be able to tail it effectively ……………………………………………………………………..
10. Does the association bode well in light of the general contention and see expressed in the presentation? What changes would you propose? ……………………………………………………………………………………………………………….
11. Is the contention arranged/investigated inside financial, political, social and recorded settings? 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
12. What do you have to find out about with a specific end goal to value the paper's proposal? …………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
13. Are sources fittingly incorporated and referred to?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………
14. Propose no less than two particular ways the author could enhance the paper/article/ book. …………………………………………………………………………………….

15. In the space beneath, please react to the authors work 
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..
16. In a scale of 10 what would you rate the work (according to its presentation and analysis)
A.  (1-3)         B. (3-5)    C. (5-7)        D. (7-8)   E. (8-10)
17. If you were analyzing this paper/article all of a sudden, would you comprehend its motivation? Is its manage thought clear? Do the focuses bolster it? Are the tone and style suitable for the get-together of people (understudies and their instructor)? 
18. Is the tongue fitting? 
19. What proposal composes the entire piece? In the event that you can't discover one, would you have the ability to propose one? In the event that the theory isn't solid, propose an approach to manage support it. …………………………………………
20. Is the presentation fascinating, clear, and simple to take after? What is the best portion of the presentation? Could the presentation of the work be more grounded? ……………………….
21. Is the point agreeably compel for a paper of this length? Does the help for the recommendation take after dependably? In what restrict? Does the author wrap up cases to help his/her proposal? Would you have the ability to propose approaches to manage moreover strengthen the speculation? ………….
22. What more would you like the author to enlighten you with respect to the reasons for eagerness of the fundamental occasion or issue? ………………………………
23. Are quite recently the regions (inside) managed well? Are some too short/ache for their subject? …………………………….
24. Which is the best segment and why? Which zone needs the most work and why? Stamp those fragments you think require work and explain why…………………
25. Where does the author make theories? Does he/she bolster them with particular inconspicuous segments/substances? …………………………..
26.  Are there any spots where s/he could utilize more? Would you have the ability to recommend any? …………………..
27. Is the decision a not all that terrible satisfaction for the article? What is especially unbelievable about the conclusion? How could the conclusion be more grounded? 
28. What appear to you the paper's bona fide qualities? What certifiable insufficiencies create? Comment on the style in this article. It is misshaped? Refined? Clear up. Is there a gathering in sentence structure? Do they stream? Are there any that can be made more grounded or clearer? Endorse approaches to manage progress ……………………………





Peer review report memo
Once the audience is through with reading the article, he/she is able to give a general view of the work and rate it out of a scale of 10. The results however, should be in line with the criticism provided by the audience in the instructions given. The instruction set should also be incorporated in the instruction and the audience should be able to tell whether the author is gives the exact image of the title. The peers are also able to state whether the analysis given in the work. The peer review report memo can be organized as follows;
 1.	General Considerations 
This zone of the refresh concerns criticism in light of an examination of the whole report. What did you see about the dealing with? The figures? The tables? Does anything evident have each one of the stores of being missing? 
2.	Proposal Content, Organization and Clarity 
This part needs to answer to the writer of the paper what you saw as you read through the report. The more vigilant and sorted out your remarks here, the more they will enable the producer to invigorate. You should remark both on issues with the substance in each range, and besides remarks on issues with clearness and briskness in each area. You may feel that its solid to segregate your remarks by an area, as the case depicts. It isn't basic to remark on each area—just those that combine some issue you need to remark on. 
3.	Overall Evaluation 
This is the place you will give your general impression of the whole report. You will make recommendations here that you particularly require the creator to concentrate on. You may end by watching that you have (or have not) made extra remarks on the report itself.
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