JKCNEePTHOE 3aK/II0YeHUe PelleH3eHTa
3ariaBue cTaTbu

1. HoBu3zHa, OpUTHHAIBHOCTD U aKTYaJIbHOCTh TEMbI HCCIICIOBAHUS,
ApPryMEeHTHPOBAHHOCTb U3JI0KECHHUS ¥ BHIBOJIOB; IOCTOBEPHOCTh M 00OCHOBAHHOCTD BHIBOJIOB;
3. 3HaKOMCTBO M pabOTy aBTOPA C UCCIICOBATEILCKUMH MOIX0IaMHU M TPAJAULIHSIMH
(ucropuorpadueii), a Tak’ke HACKOJIBKO OHH COOTBETCTBYIOT UCCIIEIOBATEILCKOMY BOIIPOCY U
00JIaCTH U3Y4EHUS; 3HAKOMCTBO aBTOpA C UCCIICI0BATCIBCKUMH TPATUIIMSIMHU B IPYTHX SI3bIKAX
U B IPYTUX HAMOHAIBHBIX WIJIM HHTEPHAIIMOHAIBHBIX IIKOJIAX UCTOpHUOTpaduu, a TaKkxke
3HAKOMCTBO C MHBIMHU JUCIUILUTHHAPHBIMU TPAJUIHSIMH B CITydae MEKIUCIUIUIMHAPHOTO
UCCIICIOBAHHS,
4. OreHKa JMYHOTO BKJIa/Ia aBTOPA PYKOIHUCH B PEIICHUE UCCIICAYEMON TeMbI (ITpoOJIeMBbl);
JI0CTOBEPHOCTD U3IIOKEHHBIX (PAKTOB; MOJHOTY PACKPBITUS TEMBI,
6. 3HAYUMOCTH pe3yJIbTaTOB. BO3MOXXHOCTH UCIOJIH30BAHUS B TIPEIIOJABAHUN M IPAKTHYECKON
JeSITeTbHOCTH
7. CoOTBETCTBHUE SI3bIKA, CTHJIS M JIOTHKH U3JI0KCHUS HAYYHOMY XapaKTepy PYKOIKCH; HATHINe
CCBUIOK Ha MCIOJIb30BAHHYIO JJUTEPATYPY U APYrHUe UCTOYHUKH WHPOPMAIIUN; HATUINE
HEJI0CTaTKOB, HETOYHOCTEH U OMIMOOK, AOMYIIICHHBIX aBTOPOM PYKOITUCH;
8. 3ameuanus
9. 3axmroueHue
— PEKOMEHIOBAaHO K MyOJIMKAIUU
— PEKOMEHIOBAHO K MyOJIMKAIMHU C YYETOM 3aMCUaHHA
— HE PEKOMEHJIOBAHO K ITyOJIHKAIH
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Reviewer expert opinion
1. Novelty, originality and relevance of the research;
2. Argumentation of presentation and conclusions; reliability and validity of conclusions;

3. Familiarity and work of the author with research approaches and traditions (historiography), as
well as how they correspond to the research question and field of study; the author's familiarity
with research traditions in other languages and in other national or international schools of
historiography, as well as familiarity with other disciplinary traditions in the case of
interdisciplinary research; Line of techniques used by the Author, recommendations and results
of the study with modern achievements of science and practice;

4. Evaluation of the personal contribution of the Author of the manuscript to the study topic
(problem);
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10.

Originality ( absence of plagiarism or auto-plagiarism);
Reliability of the facts; full disclosure of the topic;
Significance of results. Ability to use in teaching and practice;
Compliance with the language, style and logic of the scientific nature of the manuscript; the
presence of links on the used literature and other information sources; deficiencies,
inaccuracies and errors made by the Author of the manuscript
Remarks
Conclusion The review should contain a recommendation for publication of the manuscript:
e Recommended for publication
e Recommend for publication, taking into account the comments
e Rejected
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