Manuscript Review Rubrics
This document provides detailed rubrics for each of the journal's manuscript submission categories. Reviewers are asked to use these guidelines to evaluate the quality, rigor, and appropriateness of each submission. Please provide a rating for each criterion and offer constructive, specific feedback to the authors in your written comments. The areas that require reviewer response are highlighted in yellow.
Rating Scale:
· 4: Exemplary - The manuscript exceeds expectations for the criterion. The execution is thorough, insightful, and clear.
· 3: Proficient - The manuscript meets the expectations for the criterion. The execution is solid and well-done. Minor revisions may be suggested.
· 2: Developing - The manuscript partially meets the expectations for the criterion. The component is present but requires moderate revision for clarity, depth, or accuracy.
· 1: Needs Significant Revision - The manuscript does not meet the expectations for the criterion. The component is missing, unclear, or contains significant flaws.
· 0: Unsuitable - This manuscript does not meet or is unsuitable for the journal aims/scope, writing guidelines, or contains critical design or analysis flaws, or  meet the standards of research design and cannot be accepted (see Author Resources) 
Rubric 4: Tutorials
For instructive manuscripts that teach readers a specific pedagogical skill, method, or approach.
	Criterion
	4: Exemplary
	3: Proficient
	2: Developing
	1: Needs Significant Revision
	0: Unsuitable
	Reviewer Score

	Grounding in Theory/Literature
	The tutorial is explicitly grounded in established educational theory and literature, providing a strong rationale for the approach being taught.
	The tutorial is adequately grounded in relevant theory and literature.
	The connection to theory/literature is weak or not clearly articulated.
	The tutorial lacks a theoretical or evidence-based foundation.
	The theoretical or literature-based grounding is not related to or misaligned with the concept being described.
	SCORE THIS

	Reviewer Feedback:

	Clarity of Instruction
	Instructions are exceptionally clear, logical, and presented in a step-by-step manner that is effortless to follow. The didactic tone is effective and supportive.
	Instructions are clear, organized, and guide the reader through a process. The tone is appropriately instructive.
	Instructions are generally present but may be confusing, incomplete, or not organized in a logical, step-by-step manner.
	Instructions are unclear, disorganized, or absent, making the tutorial impossible to follow.
	Instructions provided contain errors or are otherwise incorrect.
	SCORE THIS

	Reviewer Feedback:

	Practical Utility
	The skill, method, or approach being taught has high practical value for CSD educators or clinicians. The manuscript empowers readers to apply the concept.
	The skill or method has clear practical utility for the intended audience.
	The practical utility is questionable or not clearly explained. It is unclear how a reader would apply the concept.
	The tutorial teaches a skill of little to no practical value to the audience.
	The practical utility of the skill being taught is misrepresented.
	SCORE THIS

	Reviewer Feedback:

	Use of Examples/Vignettes
	Makes excellent use of concrete case examples, vignettes, or illustrations that effectively clarify complex points and demonstrate the implementation process.
	Includes helpful case examples, vignettes, or illustrations of the process.
	Examples are used but may be unclear, irrelevant, or not well-integrated with the instructions.
	Case examples, vignettes, or illustrations are absent or ineffective.
	Examples, vignettes, and illustrations inappropriately apply the concept being taught.
	SCORE THIS

	Reviewer Feedback:

	Organization & Focus
	The manuscript is tightly focused on the instructional goal. The structure is logical and entirely serves the purpose of teaching the reader.
	The manuscript is well-organized and stays focused on the tutorial's goal.
	The manuscript may lose focus or include extraneous information that detracts from the instructional goal.
	The manuscript is poorly organized and lacks a clear focus.
	Organization requires significant revision in order to be adequately reviewed.
	SCORE THIS

	Reviewer Feedback:

	The following are reviewed but not assigned points

	Research Ethics
	Ethics (IRB) statement required and present

	Ethics (IRB) statement required but needs additional information
	Ethics (IRB) statement required but not present
	Not required
	
	

	Positionality Statement/Bias Acknowledgement
	Required and present
	Required but needs additional information
	Required but not present
	Not required
	
	

	Clarity/transparency for replication/implementation of approach
	Required and adequate
	Required but needs additional information
	Required but not present
	Not required
	
	

	Reviewer Feedback on Non-Scored Items: 



