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REVIEWER'S REPORT



· Please fill in a suitable empty box, sections I to III, selecting among the given points.

· The maximum number of points a paper can be awarded is 100, out of which the maximum 40 points for its scientific and professional quality, the maximum 30 for technical details and another 30 points for the overall quality of the paper.

YOUR REPORT MUST BE RETURNED ELECTRONICALLY BY 14th March 2021 AT THE LATEST
I   SCIENTIFIC AND PROFESSIONAL CONTRIBUTION
	1. The relevance of the paper for the Journal, Conference – Session (0 ÷ 10)



	

	2. The originality of the paper topic (0 ÷ 10)








	

	3. The relevance of the paper results (0 ÷ 10)







	

	4. The scientific contribution of the paper (0 ÷ 10)







	


II   TECHNICAL DETAILS
	1. Conciseness and clarity of expression (0 ÷ 10)






	

	2. Formatting, technical details (the quality of illustrations, tables, labeling consistency)... (0 ÷ 10) 

	

	3. The quality of References (contemporariness, using relevant references by other authors) (0 ÷ 5)


	

	4. Does the title match the contents? (0 ÷ 5)






	


	III THE PAPER QUALITY OVERALL ASSESSMENT AND EVALUATION (0 ÷ 30)
	


	IV THE AVERAGE MARK (Adding points from the previous sections I to III)
	


(Papers which gain less than 30 points shall be regarded as unfit for publication in the Conference Proceedings. The same shall apply to papers that shall be awarded 0 points for the questions I.1, I.2, I.4 or – 20 in I.5)

V  RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE EDITORIAL BOARD (MUST BE FILLED IN)

	1. To be accepted for publication without making any changes

	

	2. To be accepted for publication with only minor technical changes*

	

	3. To be accepted for publication with only minor scientific and professional changes*

	

	4. To be accepted for pubblication only if radically changed*

	

	5. Not to be accepted for publication (the decision MUST BE explained on the second page of this Report) 
	


* Please leave your comments on the second page of the Report
	VI Do you recommended the paper for award?  (only for papers by young authors) 

	yes  –  no


	VII Reviewer’s Competence     (please choose one of the options given below)



	


· K=5 – I am an expert on the paper topic, 
· K=4 – I am very well acquainted with the paper topic, 
· K=3 – I have general knowledge on the paper topic,
· K=2 – I have basic knowledge on the paper topic,
· K=1 – I am not acquainted with the paper topic.
When taking into account a paper assessment and evaluation, the Editorial Board shall take the Reviewer’s Report for granted only if the Reviewer has the competence of K(4.   

If, however, the Reviewer has the competence of K=3 or K=2, the Editorial Board is entitled to consult another reviewer, or to send the paper straightforwardly to the Editorial Board if the Reviewer has the competence of K=1.
REVIEWER’S COMMENTS
Please make sure that you understand a complete Reviewer’s will be sent to the authors. Therefore, no data should be given that may reveal a Reviewer’s identity. Please insert your comments in block capitals. (Please add new pages if necessary. All must be duly numbered.) 
1. Technical Comments
2. Minor Scientific and Professional Comments 
3. Essential Comments that are to be Acknowledged by the Author if the Paper is to be Published
4. General Comments
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