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issuing editor, the authors are notified by e-mail about the receipt of the article. If necessary, are indicated any 
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can be involved in reviewing manuscripts of articles as reviewers. 

4. The review is confidential. Reviewers are notified that the submitted manuscripts are the private property of 

the authors and belong to the information not subject to disclosure. 

5. If the review of the article contains an indication of the need for its correction, the article is sent to the 

author for revision. In this case, the date of receipt is the date of return of the revised article. 
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9. The Editorial Board reserves the right to reject articles in case of inability or unwillingness of the author to 

take into account the wishes of the Editorial Board. 
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version, the article is rejected without consideration by other members of the Editorial Board. 
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The article can be sent for re-reviewing or for approval to the Editorial Board. 
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Rules for reviewing a scientific article 

The task of reviewing is to promote strict selection of author's manuscripts for publication and offer 
specific recommendations for their improvement. The review should objectively evaluate the 
scientific article and contain a comprehensive analysis of its scientific and methodological 
advantages and disadvantages. 
  

 


