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(A) Technical Content -2 -1 0 1 2 No opinion
Originality -- Is the material in this paper new and 
original?

Accuracy -- Is the material consistent and 
correct?

Citations -- Is related work on the topic 
adequately recognized, barely mentioned, or 
neglected?

(B) Appearance -2 -1 0 1 2 No opinion
Clarity -- Is the English good, are the ideas well 
expressed, does the writer stick to the subject?

Organization -- Is the order easy to follow, is the 
presentation logical?

Conclusion -- Is the conclusion fully supported by 
the text?

Length -- Is the length of the paper appropriate 
for the technical content?

(C) Recommendations -2 -1 0 1 2 No opinion
Interest -- Is the paper likely to be of much 
interest to the attendees of PIMRC?

Importance -- Does this paper represent a useful 
contribution or is much of it routine or 
commercial?

Overall -- From your overall judgement of the 
paper, should we accept it?

(D) Comments -2 -1 0 1 2 No opinion
Student Award -- Should the paper be 
considered for a student paper award?

Journal Publication -- Should the paper be 
considered for a journal?

Additional Comments -- Please include 
comments which may be used to improve the 
paper or to justify rejection. (Please use an extra 
sheet of paper if necessary)


