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This document is composed from Peer Review Process and Peer Review Form.

The peer-review process of the articles proposed for publication in the Buridava journal is going on in a similar way with the national usual procedures.
The article will be sent to two reviewers from the Editorial Board that belong to the scientific community and have scientific expertise in the article’s topic.
The researchers have 1 month to decide to accept the manuscript for publishing.

The reviewer has to take into account 3 main aspects of the paper and each of these chapters has scores which decrease from 10 to 1.

The four main aspects of the paper are:

1. The practical importance and the actuality of paper;

2. Originality and results;

3. The scientific quality level of the study.
After scoring on each chapter will be an average score and the qualification obtained is at least 7 points. If one of the 4 chapters get a score below 7 we will make proposals to improve it.   
The overall average obtained, recommendations (if any) will be mentioned in the chapter Conclusions.

The peer review form ends with one of the 3 answers:

1. to accept the paper in its initial form;

2. to accept the paper, but the author wiil make the modifications recommended by the Editorial Board;

3. to reject the paper.

 
This review is discussed by the Editorial Board and the final decision is communicated to the author and to the secretary.
PEER REVIEW FORM
 
 
Reviewers:
1.

2.
Date:

Title of article:
Author(s):

Chapter      1.      The practical importance and the actuality of paper
     Score:
      Comments:  ……………………………………………………………………………….…………….
Chapter      2.      Originality and results
     Score:
      Comments:  ……………………………………………………………………………….…………….
Chapter      3.      The scientific quality level of the study
     Score:
      Comments:  ……………………………………………………………………………….…………….

Average score: 

Conclusions
……………………………………………………………………………….…………….. 


1. First reviewer recommendation: ...................................................................







2. Second reviewer recommendation:...............................................................
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