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Editorial Review 
 
 
 

1. General evaluation of the paper 
 
1.1 The paper can be published without any changes       
 
1.2 The paper can be published as soon as some corrections are made*    
 
1.3 The paper is acceptable for publication, if a revised version will be sent in*   
 
1.4 The paper is not suitable for publication at all*       
 
(* please give your detailed statement in your summarizing comments) 
 
 
           yes no
   
 
2. The title of the paper is concise                
 
3. The abstract is a precise summary of the contents ?**              
 
4. The literature study listed is comprehensive ?**              
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6. Will it be possible to condense the text or to delete tables/pictures 
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7. Are the conclusions logical and valid ?**               
 
(** if not please refer to details in your statement) 
 

 
Comment of the referee: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
..........................................…..  ........................................  ............………………………… 
name  in block  letters     signature      date 


	Title of paper:   
	Author(s):  
	Editorial Review


