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Evaluation remarks

1

The title corresponds to the content of the work. The title of the article
will be of interest to the international scientific audience.

2

The abstract meets the formal requirements of the journal (volume, style,
lack of general phrases), written competently, reveals the main results of
the work. In style, it corresponds to the annotation for articles on similar
topics. Keywords are not duplicated in the title, correspond to the content
of the work.

The introduction allows us to assess the current state of the problem at
the global level

The design of the article meets the requirements. The text does not
contain spelling and grammatical errors, typos. The article is written
competently. The language of the manuscript corresponds to literary
norms.

The data presented in the article are original. The data are processed by
correct methods. The methods are described in the last paragraph of the
"Materials and Methods".

Section "Research results" do not contain interpretations of data,
evaluative judgments, elements of the description of the methodology,
references - only a statement of facts

The material of the article is representative, correct in terms of
methodology / tasks

The technical quality of the graphic material is satisfactory. The article
contains the optimal amount of graphic material for this type of research.
The charts are designed correctly. The tables are designed correctly.
The notes to the tables provide all the data needed to understand the
contents of the table

The discussion of the results contains references to similar works, the
world in particular. Discussion, which allows you to compare the results
with existing data, reveals the reasons for these differences
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Conclusions are written concisely, specific, consistent with the purpose
and title of the article, literally not duplicated in the annotation
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Bibliographic references" are not oversaturated (less than 15%) with
monographs and conference abstracts. More than 50% of the
bibliography are articles in international journals with DOI. The
bibliography is designed according to the ARA standard

Self-citation (works belonging to any of the authors of the article; works
published by the journal publishing the article) does not exceed 10% of
the article list
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