Conference Paper Submission Review Rubric
1. Practical/Applied Implications
Please indicate the degree to which the submission provides actionable, meaningful, or practitioner-relevant contributions.
(1) No meaningful practical implications provided.
(2) Limited practical relevance; implications are vague or minimally discussed.
(3) Practical implications are present but somewhat general, underdeveloped, or not fully integrated with findings.
(4) Meaningful practical insights, with mostly clear and useful implications, with some minor gaps in specificity.
(5) Clear, specific, and actionable implications with strong connection to real-world practice, demonstrating clear value for practitioners or policy. 
2. Interest to Conference Audience
Please indicate the extent to which this submission will be of interest to conference attendees. 

(1) Not at all interesting to conference audience.
(2) Of limited interest to core audience.
(3) Moderately interesting, may appeal to a niche segment of attendees.
(4) Interesting; good amount of audience interests.
(5) Highly interesting, likely to generate discussion and engagement.	

3. Methodological Soundness
Please evaluate the rigor of the study design and analyses. 

(1) Serious methodological flaws; conclusions not supported by evidence.
(2) Major methodological weaknesses that raise validity concerns.
(3) Adequate design; some weaknesses in measurement, sampling, or analysis; conclusions somewhat overstated or limited.
(4) Strong design and analysis; minor methodological limitations that do not undermine conclusions.
(5) Research design is highly appropriate and rigorously executed; measures are valid; analyses are appropriate and correctly interpreted; conclusions fully supported by evidence.	

4. Clarity and Quality of Writing 
Please evaluate the organization, readability, coherence, and professionalism of the submission. 

(1) Poorly written; unclear arguments; significant grammar or structure issues.
(2) Difficult to follow in places; substantial writing or organization problems.
(3) Understandable but uneven organization or clarity; noticeable writing issues.
(4) Generally clear and well-structured; minor clarity or editing issues.
(5) Exceptionally clear, well-organized, concise, and professionally written; minimal errors.
5. Overall Contribution 
Please provide a holistic evaluation of the submission.
(1) Major flaws; not acceptable in its current form.
(2) Significant weaknesses that limit contribution.
(3) Acceptable but with noticeable limitations.
(4) Very good quality; minor weaknesses.
(5) Exceptional quality; exceeds expectations; no substantive weaknesses.	

6. Overall Recommendation
☐ Accept
☐ Accept if room
☐ Reject

