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Guidelines for Reviewing the Manuscript

The review process for the CINEC Journal of Engineering is an important part of publishing a manuscript. It helps the Editorial Board decide on a manuscript and enables the author(s) to improve the manuscript's standard. 
CINEC Journal of Engineering operates a blind peer review system.

Please refer to the following guidelines for the evaluation and review process of assigned manuscript(s). 
1. Expertise Alignment: Verify that the manuscript falls squarely within your technical expertise. If the topic is outside your knowledge domain, decline the invitation and, if possible, suggest alternative qualified reviewers.
2. Conflicts of Interest: Disclose any financial, professional, or personal connections with the authors or host institutions that could compromise your objectivity, and recuse yourself if necessary.
3. Time Allocation: Ensure you can dedicate sufficient time to complete a thorough, critical evaluation before the journal's specified deadline.
4. Confidential Material: Treat the manuscript as a privileged document. Do not share, cite, distribute, or use any portion of the unpublished data or findings in your own research or discussions.
5. Ethical Compliance: Promptly inform the editor if you suspect plagiarism, redundant submission, data manipulation, or unaddressed research ethics violations.
6. Originality & Contribution: Assess whether the study provides novel insights, advances current knowledge, or addresses a significant gap in the field.
7. Technical Quality & Depth: Examine the methodological rigor, statistical analyses, experimental controls, and accuracy of the data. Ensure the depth of the research matches the scope presented.
8. Clarity & Presentation: Check that the manuscript is well-structured, logical, accurately referenced, and clearly written, with appropriate tables and figures.
9. Constructive Tone: Maintain an honest, accurate, objective, and respectful tone. Avoid hostile or overly personalized criticism.
10. Evidence-Based Comments: Ground your critique in verifiable facts and logical reasoning. Clearly distinguish between essential revisions required for scientific validity and optional recommendations for enhancement.
11. Evaluation Form: Complete and submit your final recommendation—including structured rating metrics and categorized comments for both the authors and the editor—using the official Reviewer report.
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