W

Ocaita Ta po3BUTOK 00papoBaHoi ocobucTocTi

YBAI'A!

Ne 11 (30) /11/2014

Ilpononyemo 3minu i 0onoenenns 00 opopmnennsa gpaxosux cmameii!
00086°a3K060 c1i0 mamu peyensiro. 3pazok 000aEmvcs.

1. IncTpyKuis peuen3eHTy (reviewer instructions)

Ha3zsa crarTi
Title of the article

PEUEH3EHT
reviewer

BYCHE 3BaHHS
scientific title

yCTaHOBa

institution

Jiata, KOJu BU
OTPUMAJIH CTATTIO
date when you
received the article
for review

1ata, Kol
BU TIOIJTH OTJISLT
date when you

submitted the review

2. byne macka, naidTe KOPOTKI i OOIPYHTOBaHI HayKOBO-METOJWYHI 3ayBaKCHHS B TaOJIHIlL
HIDKYE. KOH(l)meHuu/IHl KOMEHTapl JUIsl pelakTopa MOXyTh OyTH 3amncaHi B KiHII (OpMH.

OI‘J'I}II[ € aHOHIMHUM JIIA aBTOplB

IIuTanHsa 119 peueH3enTa

Ne n/mm . .
Questions for reviewers

Yes/
No

Note

1. |Ywm e Tema BiAMOBITHOIO HAYKOBOMY MPOQLIIO KypHATY?
Is the theme scientifically relevant to the journal s profile?

2. |Yu € Tema HayKOBO aKTyaJIbHOIO 1 MPAKTUYHO KOPUCHOIO?
Is the theme scientifically relevant and useful?

3. |Ha3Ba crarTi BigoOpakae 3MICT 1 METy Lli€i CTaTTi.

The title of the article reflects contents and purpose of the article.

CIIiB).
The abstract is short and relevant (up to 50-70 words).

4. | AOGCTpakT € KOPOTKHM, BIAMOBIIHUM 3MICTY 1 sikicHUM (10 50-70

(dhopmaTuBHUM Ta cTpykTypoBaHuM (10 100-150 ciiB).

and well structured (up to 100-250 words).

5. |HayxoBwuii pedepar, 1o po3MInryeThCsi Ha CaAiTi € 3MICTOBHUM, 1H-

Scientific essay placed on the site is comprehensive, informative

6. |Kuiro4oBi ciioBa ajiekBaTHi CTaTTi (JI0 I’ SITH CITIB).
Key words correspond to the article (up to 5 words).

7. |BcTyn MICTHTB YiTKO IOCTaBIIEHI ITiTI.

The introduction contains clearly stated objectives.




IHO®OOPMAILIA

HayxoBa aprymeHTaiiist JoriyHa i nepekoHsinsa’?
Is scientific argument logical and persuasive?

Pesynbrat 10CIiKEHHS] METOIOJIOTTYHO MTPABUIIBHO
MPEICTaBICHO?

JlaliTe MOXIIUBI MPOMO3ULIT y pa3i, AKIIO BH AyMaeTe, IO JCsKi
MPaBKU Ta YTOYHEHHS € HEOOX1IHi.

Are the empirical research results presented methodologically cor-
rectly? Give possible suggestions if you think some amendments and
refinements are needed.

10.

BucHOBKM MOBHO 1 BIpHO LTIOCTPYIOTH pe3yabTaTH A0CIIKEHHS, O~
Ka3yro4H, [0 € HOBHM 1 J]a€ MPOMO3HUIIIT IsT MalOyTHIX JIOCIIIKESHb.
Conclusions illustrate the results of research completely and accu-
rately, showing what is new in it and giving suggestions for the future
research.

I1.

Yu MoxyTb abO MOBHMHHI JA€AKI YaCTUHM CTATTi OyTH CKOpOYEHI,
BUJIAJICH1, PO3IIHUPEH] a00 epepooiieHi?

Should some parts of the article be shortened, deleted, extended or
refined?

12.

UYu Oynere BU PEKOMEHIyBaTH JICSIKI YTOYHEHHS 3 TOUKHU 30pPY CTHITIO
1 MoBH?
Would you recommend some refinements in terms of style of language?

13.

Uu 3a70BOJIbHSAE BAC KIUIBKICTh, SKICTh Ta JOIUIBHICTh IOCHIIAHD 1
JiTepaTypHUX JxKepen?

Are you satisfied with quantity, quality and appropriateness of’
references and literary sources?

14.

Uu odopmiieHa crtarTs BIAMOBITHO OO IHCTPYKINI JUIS aBTOPIB
(abcTpakT, KIIFOUOBI CIIOBA, JIiTEpaTypa, MOCUIAHHS, TAONHIll 1 Ma-
JIFOHKH)?

Is the article written in compliance with the Instructions for the au-
thors (the abstract, key words, literature, references, tables and pic-

tures)?

15.

Pexomenpartii pegakropa (06BeCTH): Recommendation of the editor (outline one of

a) omyOJIiKyBaTH 0€3 3MiH; options):

b) Moxxe OyTH omyOiKoBaHa MICHIs HE3HAUHUX | @) to publish without changes,
3MiH; b) can be published after some changes;
c) Moxke Oyt omyOnikoBaHa TiCisl 3HAYHMX |c) can be published after significant changes,

3MiH; d) must be rejected.
d) mae OyTu BigxusieHa.

16.

JlonaTkoBi yMKH, 3ayBaKeHHS Ta PEKOMEH/IAIlIT pelIeH3CHTa:
Reviewer s additions, remarks and recommendations:

17.

Kondinentiitai 3ayBakeHHS 1JIs peIaKToOpa
Confidential remarks for the editor:

[Tinmuc penensenrta (Reviewer’s signature)
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