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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Overall Score: 86/100 

Editorial Decision: Minor Revisions Required 

Decision Rationale 

This is a strong theoretical paper demonstrating exceptional scholarship with comprehensive literature 
engagement and rigorous argumentation. The paper passed both citation integrity and plagiarism 
checks with excellent results. Minor revisions are needed to strengthen operationalization of proposed 
criteria and expand case analysis. 

Primary Strengths 

• Exceptional theoretical grounding with 180 sources spanning classical and contemporary 
literature 

• Rigorous logical argumentation with systematic treatment of counter-arguments 
• Perfect citation integrity with 100% of bibliography entries verified 
• Original five-criterion framework representing genuine contribution 

Primary Concerns 

• Case analysis section (Section 6.2) relatively brief 
• Operationalization needs more specificity ("territorial viability", "institutional differentiation") 
• Sufficiency argument could be more rigorous (Section 5.3) 

Timeline for Resubmission: 2-4 weeks (if unassisted); less than 1 week (if AI-assisted) 

CITATION INTEGRITY VERIFICATION (STEP 1) 

Status: PASS - Excellent Citation Integrity 
Verification Level: 100% - Every citation checked 

Citation Statistics 

• Total bibliography entries: 180 
• Bibliography entries cited in text: 180 (100%) 
• Uncited entries (padding): 0 (0%) 
• Phantom citations: 0 

Conclusion: Exemplary citation practices. All entries verified. APA formatting consistent throughout. 
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PLAGIARISM CONTENT ASSESSMENT (STEP 2) 

Status: PASS - No Plagiarism Concerns 
Tool Used: A Professional Premium Service (access to hundreds of millions of resources) 

Similarity Scores 

• Raw similarity: 19% 
• Adjusted similarity: ~0-1% (bibliography matches only) 
• Problematic matches: 0 

Conclusion: Strong academic integrity. All content original. Dissertation origin properly disclosed. 

QUALITY EVALUATION RESULTS (STEP 3) 

Overall Quality Score: 86/100 

Score Breakdown by Category 

Category Score Max 
A: Conceptual Foundation 28 30 
B: Methodological Rigor 25 30 
C: Evidence & Reasoning 17 20 
D: Transparency & Integrity 8 10 
E: Contribution & Impact 8 10 
TOTAL 86 100 

EDITORIAL DECISION 

Decision: MINOR REVISIONS REQUIRED 

Score Band: 86/100 - Minor Revisions (80-89 range) 
Acceptance Probability: 95%+ if Priority 1 items addressed 

REVISION REQUIREMENTS 

Priority 1 - Essential for Acceptance 

1. Strengthen operationalization of "territorial viability" criterion 
• Current Problem: Section 5.2.3 provides insufficient guidance on assessment 
• Required Fix: Provide threshold indicators or assessment framework 

2. Expand case analysis section 
• Current Problem: Section 6.2 provides brief illustrative applications 
• Required Fix: Develop 2-3 cases showing systematic application of all five criteria 

3. Address sufficiency claim more rigorously 
• Current Problem: Section 5.3 implies sufficiency but argument not fully developed 
• Required Fix: Add explicit argument for why these five (and only these five) are sufficient 

Priority 2 - Strongly Recommended 

• Clarify "defensive capacity" assessment in alliance contexts 
• Add discussion of empirical testing needs 
• Expand discussion of alternative methodological approaches 
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Priority 3 - Enhancement 

• Add population/territory figures for contested cases 
• Consider summary table of criteria application 
• Ensure consistent heading numbering 

REVISION TIMELINE 

Recommended Timeline: 2-4 weeks (unassisted); less than 1 week (AI-assisted) 
Scope: Small, focused improvements 
Re-review: Rapid review of revised sections 
Acceptance Probability: 95%+ if all Priority 1 items addressed 

RESUBMISSION PROCESS 

When resubmitting, please provide: 
• Revised Manuscript (DOCX format with line numbers) 
• Cover Letter (summary of major changes) 
• Point-by-Point Response (addressing each issue raised) 

Submit to: the email address mentioned in the communication 
Subject Line: RESUBMISSION - AIR-2026-000017_v2 
Fee: FREE if within 7 days; $10 after 

SUMMARY OF EVALUATION SCORES 

Final Score: 86/100 
Category Scores: 

• Conceptual Foundation: 28/30 
• Methodological Rigor: 25/30 
• Evidence & Reasoning: 17/20 
• Transparency & Integrity: 8/10 
• Contribution & Impact: 8/10 

Integrity Checks: Citation: PASS | Plagiarism: PASS 
Editorial Decision: Minor Revisions Required 

CLOSING REMARKS 

We appreciate the opportunity to review this thoughtful and well-researched paper. The work 
demonstrates genuine scholarly merit with exceptional literature engagement and a novel contribution 
to statehood theory. The requested revisions are enhancements to strengthen an already strong 
foundation. 

We look forward to receiving your revised manuscript. 
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