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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Summary of the Study This manuscript presents a comprehensive analysis of Open Peer Review

(OPR) adoption across journals. The study uses a large dataset and provides valuable insights into

transparency practices in scholarly publishing. 2. Major Comments - The study is well designed, but the analysis is mostly descriptive. - The

discussion section should include deeper critical evaluation. - Practical implications for editors and

researchers should be expanded

3. Minor Comments - Some repetition in the literature review. - Improve clarity in a few long

paragraphs. - Add a short section on future research directions. 

4. Strengths - Large dataset (617 journals) - Clear methodology - Relevant and timely topic - Good

structure and presentation 

5. Weaknesses - Limited analytical depth - Lack of statistical testing - Limited practical implications --

6. Comments to the Editor This is a solid and publishable manuscript with minor revisions required.

It contributes to the understanding of transparency in peer review. 7. Comments to the Authors The manuscript is well written and organized. However, strengthening

the discussion and adding deeper analysis will significantly improve the paper. 
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