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2. During the review, the reviewer should be guided by the following considerations:

· novelty and originality of the results;

· quality of historiographic analysis; 

· methodological validity of the study, adequacy of the research methodology to the research object, sufficiency and reliability of the experimental data;

· representativeness of the source base; 

· accuracy of citations;

· validity of drawn conclusions (how well they respond to the research questions and are supported by the experimental data); 

· сonformity of the article contents with the article title, abstract and keywords; 

· use of scientific style, including correct use of terminology, quality of illustrative material (if applicable); 

· compliance with the Journal formatting requirments; 

· quality of English;

· quality of references 
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