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3. Is the aim of the work clearly stated? yes no 
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5. Are materials and methods described in sufficient detail? yes no 

6. Are the presented results consistent with the aim of the study? yes no 

7. Are the results obtained by adequate methods? yes no 

8. Are the results presented visually (including tables, figures, etc.)? yes no 

9. Are the results of significant scientific value? yes no 

10. Are the estimation of the received and possible errors is given? yes no 

11. Are the statistical analysis conduct adequately? yes no 

12. Is there a comparison of self-own data with literature data? yes no 

13. Are the conclusions based on the data obtained and formulated 

clearly? 
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14. Are there references to all relevant publications on the topic of work? yes no 

15. Does the work have significant practical value? yes no 

16. Does the main position of the work adequately reflect the summary? yes no 

17. Does the work comply with ethical standards? yes no 

18. Is the article written correctly, in good language? yes no 
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with a total score of 15-18 points – «publish». 
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