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	The article title reflects the
content and the purpose of this article
	
	

	The abstract is content-rich,
informative and structured
	
	

	The keywords are adequate to
the content of the article
	
	

	The introduction highlights the topicality of the study, contains a clearly stated objective, reveals methodological
principles of the research (approaches, methods)
	
	

	The content of the article meets the topics of the scientific
journal
	
	

	The article has all the necessary
structural elements
	
	



	The author’s scientific argument is logical and convincing
	
	




	The results of the study are methodologically correct and they reasonably reflect the basic
provisions of the article
	
	

	The conclusions illustrate in full the results of the study and the
author gives suggestions for future research
	
	

	The article has novelty and theoretical / practical importance for the development of the stated
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	The review of the literature is sufficient to this topic
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