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1. Your competence in the subject of the article

1. KomneteHuusaTa Bu no cbWHOCTTa Ha MaTepuana

Marginal, external competence

MepudepHa, HezagbnboveHa

General OT obuwa KynTypa
Strong He cbMm ekcnepT, HO no3HaBam obnacrra
Expert EkcnepTHa

2. Importance of the contributions

2. 3HAYUMOCT Ha NPUHOCUTE

8 Excellent Work with substantial contributions lMpeBb3xogHa paboTa 1 CbLLECTBEHM MPUHOCK
6 Very good work with some contributions MHoro fobpa paboTta, cbabpka NpMHOCH
4 Good work but without any contributions [obpa paboTa, HO He CbAbpXKa NPUHOCK
2 Not profound and non-essential work HesagwnboyeHaTa u HecbLlecTBeHa paboTta
3. Originality of contributions and ideas 3. OpuruHanHoCT Ha NPUHOCKU U Uaen
10 | Highly original work CbBbpLUEHO OpUrMHanHa NbpBoOKacHa paboTa
8 Contains original Ildeas and contributions Cbabpxa opurMHanHu naeun n npuHocu
6 Somewhat original Cbabpxa YaCTUYHO OpUTMHarHU naeu
4 Unclear originality of ideas HesicHa opurmHanHocT Ha ngeuTe
2 Completely lack of original ideas He npegnara opurnHanHu ngev
4. Quality of Presentation 4. KauecTBO Ha U3NOXEHMETO
5 Excellent OTnnYyHO HanvcaHa
4 Very good MHoro gobpe HanucaHa
3 Good, readable Pa3bupaemo HanucaHa
2 Needs considerable editorial revision Hanara ce 3HauuTenHa pegakropcka npepaboTtka
1 Unreadable Hepasbupaemo HanucaHa

5. Volume of article

5. 06em Ha MaTepuana

3 | Acceptable

ObembT Ha MaTepuarna e npuemnme

2 Too long, see comments to the authors

HeHy)KHO AOblbl, BX. KOMEHTapuTe 3a aBTopute

Too short, additional comment to be suggested, see com-
ments to the authors

Tebpae KpaTbk, Aa ce NPeAoXN AOMbNHUTENEH KOMEH-
Tap, BX. KOMEeHTapuTe 3a aBTopute

6. Abstract

6. Pestome

2 Satisfactory

3apoBonuTteneH

1 Unsatisfactory, see comments below

HesapoBonuTeneH, BX. AONHUTE KOMEeHTapu

7. The material will be of interest to

7. MaTepuansT we 6bae MHTEpeceH 3a

Any audience

Bcskaksa aygntopua

Theoretical, but understandable by a wide audience

TeopeTunyeH, Ho pa3brpaem OT LUIMpOKa ayaMTopus

Theoretical, for expert in the field only

TeopeTnyeH, caMo 3a ekcnepTu B obnacTTta

8. Does the article correspond to the topics of the
Journal “PROCEEDINGS of the TU - Sofia”

8. OtroBaps nu paboTata Ha TemaTuKaTa Ha cnuca-
Hueto ,,FOOULLIHUK Ha TY-Codoma“

| think so

Mwucns, vye ga

Maybe

Moxe 6u ga otroBapsi

| do not think so

Mwucns, Jye He oTroBaps

9. Overall estimation

9. O6Lia oLeHKa

Strong acceptance (excellent quality)

CwuneH BOT 3a npvemMaHe (OTNIMYHO Ka4yecTBo)

To be accepted (good quality)

YTBbpAUTENEH BOT 3a NpuemaHe (406po ka4ecTBo)

To be accepted if there will be a marginal place in the issue

[la ce npueme, ako nma nepmdepHo MACTo B 6pos

Reasonable to be rejected (low quality)

JlornyHo e ga ce oTXBbpNU (HMCKO Ka‘-IeCTBO)
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Definitely to be rejected (low quality)

OnpepgeneHo ga ce OTXBbPNM (HEKaYeCTBEHO)

10. Please give your opinion for the article in your own
words and very few sentences to assist the Editorial
Board:

11. Comments for the Editorial Board Only:

12. If you have comments for the authors, please write
them here:

10. Monsa o6o6LieTe MHEHMETO CU M JailTe npeaso-
XeHusi B nomoll Ha PeakonernsaTa Ha cniMcaHUeTo:

11. KomeHTap camo 3a Pegkonerusra:

12. Monsa HanuweTe TYK KOMEHTapuUTe cu 3a aBTo-
puTe (ako MMaTe TakuBa):




