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  Q1. Name of reviewer

Q2. Name of applicant

Q3. Name of adviser (leave "None" if no recommendation or adviser name was provided)

Q4. Fit of the topic of the paper to the UCRN mission
· 1. Not suitable for a scholarly conference on urban China 
· 2. Acceptable but needs more thought about how to frame the topic 
· 3. The topic is a good fit for this conference 
Q5. Quality of English-language writing
· 1. It appears the final paper will require heavy editing in order to be publishable in English 
· 2. The argument is clearly communicated but moderate editing for language usage will be needed 
· 3. The paper is well written and will need only minor editing for language issues 
Q6. Importance of the question being addressed by the paper
· 1. The paper deals with issues of minor importance or fails to make an original contribution 
· 2. The paper has potential but the student has to make a stronger case for its importance/originality 
· 3. The paper makes clear the importance of the question and the contribution that is intended 
Q7. Strength of the evidence and analytical logic
· 1. The evidence and analysis are not very convincing; more research or different analysis is needed 
· 2. The study has potential to make a useful contribution with only moderate revision 
· 3. With minor revisions, the evidence and analysis are convincing and can be publishable 
Q8. Overall evaluation
· 1. All things considered, this paper is likely to be in the bottom half of proposals and should not be considered further for this conference. 
· 2. The paper falls short in some major ways, but it has much promise and there is a reasonable chance that the student could revise it successfully. 
· 3. The paper is strong enough to merit inclusion in the program now and is very likely to be publishable in revised form 
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