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1. Does the text meet the requirements for scientific work? 

    a) yes 

    b) contains minor deficiencies 

    c) contains major deficiencies 
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2. Is the objective of the text clearly defined? 

    a) yes 

    b) no 

    c) is disputed 

3. The originality of the selected topic and its processing is: 

The topic is original 

    a) the author formulates an original topic 

    b) the topic is treated in an original way 

The topic is not original 

    c) the text is beneficial in mapping the current topic 

    d) there is no obvious contribution of the authors to the topic 

4. Processing methods are: 
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    b) routine 
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5. The structure of the contribution is: 

    a) appropriate 

    b) requires minor modification 
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    d) unsuitable 

6. The title of the paper is: 

    a) concise 
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    c) requires major modification 

    d) inadequate 



7. Use of relevant literature: 

    a) the most recent relevant literature is used 

    b) some important generally accessible work related to the problem has not been used 

    c) the relevant literature is largely not used 

8. The language and stylistic level is: 

    a) very good 

    b) sufficient 
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9. Literature is cited: 
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10. Abstract is: 

    a) concise 
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    c) requires major modification 

    d) inadequate 
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    d) inadequate 
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