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EVALUATION:
Evaluate the article according to the following criteria, setting a score from 1 to 5 for each criterion (where 5 corresponds to the highest level of evaluation), which reflects your opinion about the article. 

	Score
	Criterion

	
	Correspondence of the topic or issues of the article to the specialties of the Collection.

	
	Correspondence of the title of the article to its content.

	
	The structure of the article and the logic of the presentation.

	
	Relevance of the article.

	
	Depth of analysis of recent research and publications on the topic and issues of the article.

	
	Clarity and explicitnessof the formulation of the purpose and objectives of research.

	
	The validity of the application of basic research methods.

	
	Validity and reliability of results.

	
	Correspondence of research materials to the modern level of science.

	
	Correctness and validity of the conclusions of the article.

	
	Quality of presentation of material (compactness, language, style, terminology, sequence, etc.).

	
	Quality of design of tables, graphic material, formulas.

	
	The practical significance of the article.

	
	Correspondence of the annotation to the content of the article.


REMARK: 
Briefly state the reasons for accepting (optional) or rejecting and sending for revision (mandatory) the submitted article. Provide a list of steps to be taken to achieve acceptable publication standards.
RECOMMENDATIONS:

Place an "X" in the desired line:
	
	This article should be accepted for publication in the Collection

	
	This article should be slightly corrected before being accepted for publication in the Collection

	
	This article must be substantially corrected before acceptance for publication in the Collection

	
	This article should be rejected
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