Financial Accounting Research

E-ISSN: 2322-3405

Vol. 18, Issue 1, No.67, 2026, P: 79- 104
Received: 10.02.2026 Accepted: 25.08.2026

Financial Accounting Research

Designing a Framework to Evaluate Researchers’ Satisfaction with Peer-Review
Quality and to Propose Improvement Strategies

Gholamreza Kordestani”: Professor , Department of Accounting, Imam Khomeini International
University, Qazvin, Iran.
kordestani@soc.ikiu.ac.ir

Hossein Rajabdorri*~': Postdoctoral Researcher, Department of Accounting, Imam Khomeini
International University, Qazvin, Iran.
Hosrado@gmail.com

Abstract

Peer review plays a critical role in ensuring the quality and credibility of scientific
publications. Despite its importance, researchers’ satisfaction with the peer-review process
has received limited systematic attention, particularly in the fields of accounting and
finance. This study aims to develop a comprehensive framework for assessing researchers’
satisfaction with peer-review quality and to propose effective strategies for improving the
review process. Using an exploratory mixed-methods approach, key satisfaction constructs
were identified through qualitative content analysis of prior literature and subsequently
prioritized using survey data collected from 170 accounting and finance researchers. The
findings highlight reviewer expertise, ethical behavior, impartiality, and timely yet
accurate evaluation as the most influential factors shaping researchers’ satisfaction. The
proposed framework provides journal editors with a practical tool for evaluating and
enhancing peer-review quality.
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Introduction

The peer-review process is widely recognized as the cornerstone of academic publishing,
ensuring scientific rigor, credibility, and knowledge advancement. However, increasing
concerns about review delays, reviewer bias, and inadequate subject-matter expertise have
raised questions about the effectiveness of peer review and researchers’ satisfaction with
this process. In accounting and finance journals, where methodological rigor and domain-
specific expertise are essential, the absence of a standardized framework for evaluating
researchers’ satisfaction represents a significant research gap. This study addresses this gap
by developing a structured framework to assess researchers’ satisfaction with peer-review
quality and by identifying practical strategies for improving the peer-review process. The
study seeks to answer the following research questions: (1) What are the key constructs
influencing researchers’ satisfaction with peer-review quality? and (2) Which improvement
strategies are perceived as most effective by researchers?

Methods & Materials

This research adopts an exploratory mixed-methods design. In the first phase, a qualitative
content analysis of domestic and international peer-review literature was conducted to
extract core components and constructs related to researchers’ satisfaction. In the second
phase, a structured questionnaire based on the identified constructs was developed. Data
were collected from 170 researchers in the fields of accounting and finance using a
purposive sampling approach. The collected data were analyzed using descriptive and
prioritization techniques to rank satisfaction constructs and validate the proposed
framework.

Findings

The results indicate that three primary constructs are critical determinants of researchers’
satisfaction with peer review: (1) reviewers’ scientific expertise in the manuscript’s subject
area, (2) ethical conduct and impartial evaluation, and (3) timely review accompanied by
sufficient accuracy and depth. Among these, reviewers’ subject-matter expertise received
the highest priority. Furthermore, transparent ethical guidelines, systematic evaluation of
reviewers by editors, and reviewer training programs were identified as the most effective
strategies for improving peer-review quality.

Conclusion & Results

The findings suggest that enhancing researchers’ satisfaction with peer review requires a
strong emphasis on reviewers’ scientific competence and professional ethics, supported by
institutional and educational mechanisms. Financial incentives alone are insufficient to
improve review quality. The proposed framework offers journal editors and publishers a
practical instrument for assessing and improving peer-review performance. This study
contributes to the accounting and finance literature by addressing a critical knowledge gap
and providing actionable insights to strengthen academic publishing processes.



Sl ol sl s
Yef V4 P Neeo 4(-\\/) J'Lﬁ ‘J_}‘ c)Lwi 4(,.A.l>=:.é JL«.»:

VE O/ VY 5y @)U \RARVARVAR :J,p,'@)l;

Gl 9 Led 5,405 CulS 3l Q‘@}BQL&JM%&M%JKJ\% Felisl g b

S Sl p 2lrolginy

U‘Jil ‘L.J‘ijj.'; 4(0)) W rb‘ Ju,dlu.:; amb 4(5)\.,\;\.“;- a); bl Zﬁeéb); LJ,G)LG
kordestani@soc.ikiu.ac.ir

U‘j.‘ 40,3'})5 ‘(a)) w.«?— fLa‘ ‘Mldy oli.i.'o\b cd)(.bl.wa- a}; ngJl’SJL.w;: Ji‘khj}i . SIS G
Hosrado@gmail.com

oS>

5 ben (ool S 1 OLKaa g5 Cals, Ol i Colr ameslasl 5 Sk Rass cnl ol Gus
Slp okl 5 s Cmolr sl el Jb s olble Sy n sosls Al s b, Kal,y &l
GRS e S Sosre b sk onl el ele SRS i ol s A5 ol Keags culo, L)l
Laadl 5o b A3 plnil sl 5 s pode Slusl 5 sl (AST (gl sme oo (s o8 s ool ST AN
o b Jl 5 solles 335 01 Kaa s (ol dnelr 35 08 53 . dipd ol sl 01 Kiags oo lassla s
25V s b g plseme pls) b bl esle Balas ) b BV (sl ged dgil Do 51 48 L3 dlie JLo
A el ey B S ral5 LU 0501 b el ge sy sl cpmmman A5 4T Flia S WL obl 5o 8 i
e Ay 53 Bseay Dbl s ess 455 5o IS, ol L sl o YL Ol ede Ll sls OLLS Laasily
eS o slass Kl 5 as il SISl o 5 e led 3N faally yies e sls dlaylSal, Olee 53 .2 S 3
CohS Sy 5 i Sl Slbes Llnl baag 220 Olade 5 Olpms o 4y Ll oo 0Bl gyl dls |
s fassh ol sy S et Golblus 8 Glaojs= 5 Goes o e S g5 BV s &) (551
ls OIS 058 55 5 a3l Siss ol el eals S8 s 5 00 0l ol Jbe 5 gl 855 oo 1, O Ky
2o Slp GOl 5 S e (gl Sl 0L Em g5 als, 5l ke Slasl ile i 4 sl 83 3

LS V.A\Jﬁ obe el slanl 3

.6)_5\.5 .Lib.‘? J‘}?@_} c&:ﬁ{u) 6@0)‘.« cd)_}\b k:a.:.l.;s ‘U‘Ji":"h)}:’. g:»il.&) cL’Lo.A 6))\3 :‘5-\;15 6“63'_5

RUIH PR W C\fv.:m\ SIYVEENO/Y slsyl 3o lad b (o)) e rb:! el J&Lils S8l C)]a S el
J s i 55
2322-3405 © The author(s) Publisher: University of Isfahan

This is an open access article under the CC-BY-NC 4.0 License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0).

d 10.22108/far.2026.148337.2208 C:\Users\zohrabi\Downloads\10.22108\far.2026.146268.2150



https://portal.issn.org/resource/ISSN/2322-3405
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0
https://doi.org/10.22108/far.2026.148337.2208
file:///C:/Users/zohrabi/Downloads/10.22108/far.2026.146268.2150
mailto:kordestani@soc.ikiu.ac.ir
mailto:Hosrado@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9064-658X

PRV
oadn 0,5 an OF Al 5 cal ke (33l 4 islael sl o e SmB Sl S8 (e (555l
Hak et al., ) 1sls JSis olaes SHIS badlas oLl sl Wl 5o (S P 35 5 3L
Olseslays Olse 4 dadlis 55 5 cuaS xS ol G 5o Ll 3 -l .(Jefferson et al., 2002 ;2016
o coable s bl s Josdly s 358 s Jb= ol L .(Sizo et al, 2025) oS o Jos oo 21
e SIS b Ol S i a1 aS il sy, ol 3l L gysls CudS T aad bdes 855
oo,y Ol yiomew Oyl uliel 5 > b fags ol ol Geua (Wicherts, 2016)
el Aol pl s 6l abaalgnig BI 5 e (g5l kS 5101 Sty

o5y a5 O Lol (o sast s dapllss iadllas el SV b (lamsn s shls ke (55505 4 S
sdas 1548 4 5550 sla yiays ((Jefferson et al., 2002) cul dode s OF K s s ol
Hak etal., ) dles ;S s 15 OLsls 8l BLS (slne 5Kl 350 5 aallin syl e ile a2l
O tass Cald, il Gl mlr ool UM sy ege S 51 S b 0l L (2016
Aole il slaslSs b oS 558 o 30 (gysls oS o spie U3 pg Al S s ol aiase ol
= S s b st als Sys b sy cpl 5l (Wicherts, 2016) 5l coslis Ol sls 5 Ol s e 8 s 55
53015 Copenl CdS (51 ST 5o Ll sl alaslas 4 553 asiie B sy pll OB iy 55 o8
COYAV) LS 5 Ul asle pla it € ges 6l 4 310,108 o 50 T ol o lajles opl 46,8
ledd Lol )9l James 53 (VE4)) 0L 5 sl o) 5 (VTAY) O 5 UIOLI YY) ol
Slal s e ot 53 Tl o plndl 5 0L RS 3 J a8 5 0358 (oMbl Lo 53 oS e
SIZ0 ) Wlos S sz Olpmd e b 0Lyl o8 311 (6sls kS Btae Ml (slajimssy das e OLES
s 5 Ul ily olantl s i slao) o= 4 50 Jtls sla imss s GWicherts, 2016 et al., 2025
S (ol 3 3 o5 4 osls Al b sladely DSl s o 5 Lol Ol 4 O K25
ne ol 5 Lt 350 15 sl (5 0 25008 S B0 Sl il a8 Sl 5 a5 50
58 Al cin s L plalid (gosls oS tapllas b5, Ol O St sy culsy Jraiw (sl
G Ol ek plS 55 S e s tome 1y e OIS Gl 5 s o Ja s SOl OV b
) e S5l Ol 5 b (o les Jlazsl  aasiis Ol 5l s O3 g3 gdome Libe il ge
s elb el s e s s 155U e 1 gl Sliie 5 CdS Wl e Olysls 5 Shes
sl 3 g pe Nt 03 S5 esdle DL SKtass ol o g g ol SO il
oo Ll el O S s slexel Gl 5 b 125 5 Slas 5500 (0313 kS b ¢l s 6013
355l o el

G Sl e 5 e Sl G050 ol SR ol s edd0ly Cllae 4 a5 L
Lian (gols dl b Olaiisd on age 3l OS5 olian (5ls dul b 51 01 Kam 5 culs, Ol e



el Al e 61> kS 5 Tl opl by sisls s LSl 5 A5 s Sl B 5 daes
Obsls sl ol ol easlbilnl sl Jondl) s 550 s a0 il ade HLasl el LIS oL50) 6l g
el a S S SaS Wlie olisl a4 Lais 4 ol S 45 (gl 1358 0 AL La3le 5 ol b a8
Sl ol it ol bl Hr ol ol (Sizo et al., 2025) 555 0 O Kiass 5550 5 Culs, jmals
el 2538 (S pabse cpl o ale s dnpllsl g @ il SO sl L Ol 0 650 S
Gl el sl s G s SO b L S e 5 s opl ol fll s s gla, Sl o
S Ll 5 Sla i
CLlplUS Lad (5515 51 01 K s sy ol Lol slaadl 300
il o gn o3 e B 1y Laadl 3o ol 01, Kins5y0
als L) 6513 35 812 Ol5 o sl Kl 4 daasl oLl @
5 @bl o Sl aslinal b sl pl8 55 5 asusl )0 a0 Vb Blaal 4 pbcs 6l s b
et IS Glaadfe 5 olal s o mlie 5 lis Lod 5 oy 5 Lo ol Dbl depllss 55
Laad o sl Slesleal Ly o s o sl 05 Lo J>ol ) «Qbﬁi.aﬁi ol ) dgsls
s baat bl Sl glaesame bld Comoly cpl b dalr (b all) St Sl B ool
Sl O S S L s el o 4 OLS s B S L oS il et (gla jlne
3 s oo oMl (g huy Sl
SO sn Sals,y Ll fues 53 3z se (51 G w8 sl SCELIL tasn cnl
Colds 5 ol CmkS malide Gl o i ol 835580 Bl AS e SaS Lien (5l kS
d ode glaatlis Oty 5 o8 Us Sl oday cpl Lt (8l p pimeie ool &1 5 O Sy
L5 S e el Lael&ils 5 ol (slaas 25 0l o 81 53,008 (ol ) el gl pimas
Ol o 2ol oml gl owlad S Ll 1 s gosls ladal 51 O K5 <l Ol
3,5 sl La o) cmiS Lyl s el b g3lwoslid lysls 355l gl o aseie glaslgin
sl pi Hlael Cosl 5 Cublad hl Bl gsls ladol B CuiS s s 4 LIS o Cxolr pl S 8w
(Hle s ol 5 OS5 sl8s 1 550 L ol s cnl 2 055 A4S SS le
ol e ol o3 ST Oldlas daw s 5 kea (o3l Dlasl SLé & Ll a4 3550 e el B salp
Sos 2 Sl 555> 53 Susls CkS Sl dnw 5 6l 5 bt & s opl bl ) ol 1AL
Lol Aol Olisls 5 Shas L5l sla s op sl sl (olos Ll 5 0 ol = e ol
AL 58 e glan 223 sl 5 CodS Gl Calg L3 5 O K sn Sall) il s s
Gl Lslgin 5 S et ou «ulg 3 5 b o 5 baatil o rass s (gl Sle caslsl o

Sy g Al L (65505 3 5



R Ky 5 5B Sl
Wsls anw s 1y OF Oen 5 0laly guilyl 45 sl 1zl (U168 5 o Slodst oS Jbo &L 5 st ol
o Slads CiS oS be ol 4 sl e Glas- gl w2l » Je ol (Parasuraman et al., 1988)
a5 e a8l 53 A o Sl ol aBly STysl 5 Cwed Sl ediS U ae dey STl OIS Ol g
Al SR Lol Wl iy am e s ol i Cal) L S SIS (pl e e 5

S35 e by ol A gy 5 b Sl i 3 S i sy ol 3 IS Ji
A Lol (s e v«gij-f'c“li Sy T«LQ.J.,‘,.:&» co«uﬂjmta Jolser ci«;)t“ﬁ.lal Coboldy Jolazs! bbb
Sl sl iy HLS @ s ke et 5 e el 55 00 2uS s gk wol gk g pdhoilenl L
A lalar e 55 Lgl 2815 S0 20 5 Ol g 2ils SlUSH ey GBS i ) ghate 4 4 gas
Gded Lad (6o3ls laes b gyl pl ol s s .l sl eslanal (Parasuraman et al., 1988)
o Lgl culs, 5 (ot o5 Lea (sl Aol el (5 Rie) S s Q\ﬁ&.@;}ij 3 g0 g0 030>
Sad ea S b s (Ol a3l s Shes 5 5l o sdd STl G Ol e

dond e o A (@B pea bl 5 SO, (ede BLD) sy ol S5l aw ol (2l
ol S i 6108 s STsl 5 5llanl p SIS &S dites (65l a8 51 0l Ky s sl Lol
S 5 oals e 585 Syn s el gl I3 B8 w4 el kS Sbiul ramen ol g ol
sl oot IS 5 s Jls ) gaST ool Zoals L S (6 «(Ghosal et al., 2022) 5,5 (gsL 5 Coal H3ls

S SaS (6 S el 53 Olgd o &t 5 il o e B ol (e Ol 4 pade 5LES ot
O=is Sl ol el B 5 Ul dls i a5 st e Sosls sl Y gl ke -l
ool Jds di Gasis s luiliad 540 Glivari, 2016 Glonti et al., 2019) 1,16 5 55 (55505 sla k158
e Jyams 3558 4y (55ls Sla 1S d(livari, 2016) 53 e sl S ls IS0 & Lol 2y
el sl S s @331 L Olsls oS el ! &b st (Bannister & Janssen, 2019) . s& 5
.(Seeber, 2020) il asls

ok, dsls QL OLLSn 5 (zmilslS ales ;S Goend 5 Al 1) Lty cpl ) sla tassy
SR e 53 i anw g3 GlaspiS S 0Lk ss 5 0B 5 At 53U sl Ayl B s NS e
S baatlin o 5l L L3S ST O 5 (55550 (Kadaifci et al., 2025) dzs (505 GO
sl (Pellicori et al., 2025) u_S . LA |y sosls cutS ol ol 5 b oo il 531 odias Ol sls (6,18
A0 U el sces ol s o OLES Lnaadllan Ll i ls 4G IS (sla Jondly s2s 5 4 0 1 28 5 4 g0
it 5 4 o bl 1 e laslae Ygeme Olsls 5 (Glonti et al., 2019) daes lae Sl 5
a5, Sl s el 55 Olysls pased gla S5y (Winck et al., 2011) 1S o s ased
Sl Laggsls CodS 553 0 Eol el ol .(Graue, 2006) dizes & slize OUT slaolS s 5 s s,



AO 6);_‘99.-);)3,&‘5@\2.»3;\.&]0% )\Ql;ﬁ.ﬁ‘;]‘i@Lﬁ)d‘ﬂ@g}ﬁ)l};ﬁm)w‘jf]k‘

A 2 ed Sl O 31 s s 0 5 o 8 8 Al 513 3lr b omdas coen (515 (B 5 AL pie
.(Gore, 2018)

Jols (Kealss mia VOV Lo L 0L 5 J e(susls slaslins 03 Sutinellss (gl 5D5 0 S 3
Shl sl Gl sl Jlre Comobr (sl Jadly s AL 5 Dlusl e Yo (s Al YT
5 adpe \V L (GLkil 5 7 55 o35 (bl 51 5 salizal caloms 5l S5500) hol D sde gy oS sl
Sl i Lies (susls L5155 CodS ol S (imen (Li et AL, 2025) 5 S 5 jae ol YT
a8 el cpl s (GSuperchi et al., 2019 Tennant & Ross-Hellauer, 2020) 5,1 (glodiazs 0y
S o s S 3l e b oeed s 5 o s sl

g e 8 5 S e sy ol Sl an (Dlasl 50 5 IS5 e die el

Lian osls oo 53 1) IS5 e Jbe 0lazel i) asd s E3o 5 4 Olysls ke Llis i s/ 55l
Frt e 855> 5 6 Slosl (b s Sl Ges S3 gls 45 5,05 05l Glaz s w5 aS e (Sl
sl amasss Wslesls OLES sdiaze sla s o gad (gl odns a1 ol 355550 Ll 5 e 5 5,05 Ui
Q)OS 5 el ‘Wicherts, 2016 «Sizo et al., 2025) ol OB des 5 Culs;y Jule S e
Sy ool adl s e 3k lesle pl Slhae cb.vw;

Lo 53 1y JIsS s e dds (Oliabl bl 5 ((Jlomy A3 G b o SL551 5 (SIS 5, e 0 4l
b e b Sglas 5 el Culs) (a5 s Sl sls 45 50 05l Sl 4 5 XS e Suules sl
Sl Sl JSin o e 31 S B 55 sl 0L DS 5 (nelslS S o on s
=23 5 e Slaslas Coeal 4 50 (VYAT) O, 5 JIoLI .(Kadaifci et al., 2025) el g, 3ls
o 53 05 5Ll (sl Al s s GO el 4 5 (VET) OLISes 5 550 BIS s oLl Ol
3 er edemin IS Al 5 (6,5 s ) O350l OB N 5w pl il G b Sl o5l cpl  Slles

So313 Jamme 53 15 IS5 e Jis (2 sS ) And 35 Lol an Sl 5550 Ol 55 oLl e s 45l
AST OLLSen 5 65Kk 2l o5lil 35 CudS L e Slos 550 53 Sosls plomil & 5 45 o Syl
Gk el pl i Slles a3l el STl plla (g gla Lane o sl o ;:;U s 8
(Pellicori etal., 2025) » 5 s s adl o o2y

ol il 03 S b 1y et JlSS e ol Aas 3 b Les (6osls kS 65Los iass Sl
el 1 6315 ChS o S5e Malge e e S pate sl xSl plalid s izl Sl
Eosls CkS bl S 55l 5 3kl glaslas byl b e Ll gladle s 558
S shuadb 5 ks w53 018 e ) ety Dlalllas il ran ol 03 S 28 > Ol Lol

alsl 55 n g S aze OF la il plalid 5 bes (gosls 58 s jide ol Sldlas auss
kS (S 858 555 5 e Ol 3508 dadlie a2l i3l OLES F s 5 0L 5 Sl
awy hagh s ol sladle s (G Wicherts, 2016Hak et al., 2016) oS o Ldg |y sosls



S S Sl Sl ol SO sl s byl Aol L LIS 5 Sk S S 4 sl
o OIS 5 zeislsls 5 (Pellicori et al., 2025) s S slgeios |y (g3l 6,18 1 5 023208 g0t (kS
Kadaifci et al., ) a5 S a5 sl b o 5 cudS Syl )5 ) Olei6d oS )lis 5 b sin il
Olmt) SO e sls s 53 1y alie Sl il 525 (807 o 5 il i Sl whaw 3 (2025
o8 S

Sl 3Bl la g 5 Lasls 1 p5 ey )l (sl sy (bt s 51 ey
Sl ol g1us 032 SBL 5 OLKen 5 B5IS 5 O 5 5Siasdys s S S > (gl CodS b))
s 55 e 5 S g e . Glonti et al., 2019DiDomenico et al., 2017) 1ss S 1St 3 5> 4
Sl el gl 23 (OIS 1 Jalse op S 51 SG0sls 3,555k kS Lsls 0L 5 el
ol 0BT aS Gl S e 7ol 4 UL 5 J fassy s Ly, ozl (Chong & Lin, 2024)
(Lietal, 2025) L33 <l 5505 oS ) Sln ol 5 ebslex

5 OFAT) LS 5 gUIOLal dVFAT) el gy COYAY) LSl 5 Ll il s Sladllan p pe s
—o3 e 53 en Lol (Lilesls elomil (55513 &nl 53 e B Ol ol 3 &S ol (V201) OS5 5 el
Gt sl 5,505, L L OS5 aeits o83 Sy gme b oS s 5 los g (golule 8 sla
RCOW PN AP S P PO N

Tt e el g Sy pe a5 GBS as e 0L Oladllas 51 atws 4w cpl 55,
033 1l 4Bl anw g Ol ol glaa 5 50 Ol Kinsy culs) S ¢l o0 by
Joe S 5 g 5 80l 48 S5 515 gmn s Dladllas (B3 el Ol 4 BB 5 B s
Ol ke (51 855 53 Lol a5 nad o gl Al sl S-S Gl 3,555 b IS 5

C«w\ ol d?-‘J.b d&.& Q.ﬁ‘ UJ;ﬂ k_ev\.ﬁbj.pb- J';A‘j;...g Ca..w‘ ‘ULL.«:L;’

B X5 -2
e (s LS s el il g g el a5 s 8w L 5l rass ol
S Sl Jdo Sl e (gols cndS 51 0L S sn als) » S glaar s 5 beadlge oLl
S e Ol S gy b GrSo e Lpss oS 5o 5 eslinal iass Slosl 5 skl
A o Il 5 e sliel

Dl e w3 2 sy el 080 8) (o3 5 Gl S AS s Sl ¢S il
) s copl 5 O3l 35 e atle GBS S e 5 Sty Joles bow g (2l 5 Cundly 5 ol
03 il 4 S 15 e bes (9505 e s GaY s 5 SoL Ly, e gl | Sl luly
S O (Dl sl Jdos lal 1 b S e ealinal il 3,505, 5 Gt s &Y



AV 6)J_‘;.A>.-)M‘5L5}L&»J;ufw )\dl;@-ﬁj}g@Lﬁjd‘ﬂwuﬁ)h‘ﬁMJw‘jft}l"

Ll B ol ALb s adsie 5 aas daad e Ll gl LSS o i) Sl S S s AS
s (el o sl 5 g o) (S Tl S oo eslinud el 3,505, 51 Eash wler Y Gb
L L3 Laesls sl oo (tass ez &Y elal (018055 b 5 oy sl 5 asliin ) 4
S Lmesls (g slaer Jold ot 1Y G comoman i o 5 (5hslmer VErE Ol 5 5l Jlej
Oty 5 OLS ot 0 S sl (b ((AS (glgmmn Jdos sl 5 (J s gladllis 5 sl
wbaadl fo g lozy Jol 5 amaolasl gl besls o

O 5 s sla sy I (o S lsme Jlowin 5,005 ) Sm b oS Al e
Laasbopml esbinl (V80 0) (gosea; 5 Skws S 5 (\WAY) o3>, 5 g3k (Hsieh & Shannon, 2005)
(S lsmmn Sk 5 A s OV S5y Sl 5 (sosls kS s (osls b Ja e sladllia
ALKl 35 5e Gh 3l sl 5 558 e Lo L oI 5 alias Ay 0 g 5] mar Sl
53,8 o 3 8 ey sl e Ss el s g da JalS S)a sl 5 e ) S Ol 5,1
Oy oo by Lt s 3 S o0 Sop s oy kot sie a5 5 lacalid sls o Lasas | sl 51 g
ST 5 itene LMl 0351 s @ i ol D gBala 3 S (duars LT LU bl 5 S 5
sl 0 S 5 (6 W ge 4 4 5 09 anlllae

Reviewer" "Quality of Peer Review" "Peer Review" oL ,LasjlsdJS () boe 0l gl
G Sl IS 858 slaelKl s T b sladslea 5 "Peer Review Process” "Guidelines
oS o O 5 baa3lsadS cpl 3 eslinad s ks sy SIGLLL 5 550,58 Sk o ¢ i Sy
ime e Y g gazee 53 Al oo i 1) Olsls b g dlie (o5l St ST Lad e 5)lse JS LS
S A o 5 labs il fasg padse b it DL &S T ol e w8 51T s
aalsl Lo 5 Laosls (g5l e 48 Lo ol sty gLl a0 O 80m 550 3 51 ooy 3550 (S5m0
el 0 AZS Jol e slaesls 48T il

renlie bl idllan L i 51 g 2 e e 3 Jlolins iy b e s el o il A1y
Soy>ee GOHSIS G b 5l lad e 5 wliie (SadS s LS ol Sl 5L (1SS Sl eslizal L ik
ol slaai e (sl (65IAS0S 5 eslinad b agle 55 5 s asolosle s sehe sladd sie LJB s
ke Lals Jals ool 53l Jlemr s oS B slulis adlje ¥E dul b opl dons 3 ki S IS e
5 s Lol e ULl 50 Ol 5o ol 5ol el b o oLl 5 (SO L callis ¢ 55 50 4 0155l
- Ol s esgie 6 ol laesle (V) ISKE A sduanes (sl Al s s sla, Sl

Ay



ol bl

« Ol

Al ¢ 55 50

sy e S IS
Figure 1: Conceptual Model of the Study

olion e ol e Sl Ll glaadlse 5 Laosla Sl g g o plonil I ey
35 e 4 b asls 4Kl 5l Olyabl | shie 40 ' °(Lawshe, 1975) a sslinad a35Y is,y 5l el s
AR S L el sl el e ol e la Sl clleda b s (5 S 051 gl
e U iass i 51K olslial ¥ Ll § okl ¥ Lol Jbe 5 (golbles 555 08,
e bl s OLS o Ay 5 4 555,00 5 (G (S50 Lol () Lo sl (555,00 il
— b slaa i 5 Jlé (gosb Aale (e b golbla a5 (golslal A5 e (Sas 035001 Hlas
LA Ol b (6 -S40 ged o b 3l Lies (g3l 5 ek Lm0l b olal 5 oee iash
LS asbol sl slpe o cdinls I 55 oy sln 15 6,503 3550 S1 U A anal = Ll 51 cppenn
S VA et A Gl alseee sl Jsd LB i 3l (Lawshe, 1975) 4l sy Jgdr 4 e 5
el 5l oy g 3 3 i o 4 sl VA Gl lkis T Jldis a5 L bi> ylaa S
(V) $,L casalsl 53 aomle 3L ad o YE il cmwlul olgims olsy oS (35050 Gl 5 =Dl
el ot apgd OF ol s i (g Bl o s e DL ) Gl e 68 |

See Sl ebaslgdn Bl o kes (gosls ctS 51 01Kk 55 Culs Ol haww sl 2 LK

Table 1: Dimensions for Assessing Researchers’ Satisfaction with the Quality of Peer Review and Providing
Suggestions for Improvement
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