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1. Is the work of the following nature:
a) scientific (presents the results of its own research and the resulting conclusions, i.e. 
 [image: ]a) contains chapters: "Methodology" and "Results") 
yes
no
b) popular science; brings new values 
yes
no
c) review 
yes
no



If the answer is negative in points a, b and c, please do not fill in the further part of the form. 
2. Methodology:a) correct, properly described 
yes
no
b) requires more information to be added
yes
no
c) unsuitable
yes
no
Results:


a) correct, justified by the scope of the research carried out 
yes
no
b) require more information to be added
yes
no
c) unsuitable
yes
no
Statistics:


a) sufficient,
yes
no
b) requires more information to be added
yes
no
c) wrong in assumption 
yes
no
d) unnecessary
yes
no
Tables and pictures:


a) correct, described in Polish and English
yes
no
b) require changes


yes
no
c) nieodpowiednie
tak
nie
d) zbędne
tak
nie
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yes
no
b) require changes
yes
no
c) do not reflect the essence of the content of the publication 
yes
no
7. Bibliography: does it contain the current research and is:


a) sufficient
yes
no
b) insufficient
yes
no
8. language-oriented evaluation


a) good
yes
no
b) requires changes
yes
no
c) unsuitable
yes
no
9. General evaluation
a) very good

yes

no
b) good – accept after changes
yes
no
c) accept after thorough re-writing and additional review
yes
no
d) weak – unsuitable for printing
yes
no



10. To the reviewer's knowledge, has the work already been printed in the same or similar form? 	yes no [image: ]
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