Review
«_________________________»
 (paper title)
for Biological Products. Prevention, Diagnosis, Treatment

	1. Do the contents of the submitted paper fall within the remit of the journal? 

	

	2.  What is the scientific novelty of the submitted paper?

	

	[bookmark: _GoBack]3. What is the practical significance of the research results?

	

	4. Does the title of the paper reflect its contents?

	

	5.  Are the topicality, objective, and aims of the research defined clearly? 

	

	6. Are the methods used in the research appropriate and sufficient for meeting its objectives?

	

	7. Does the Materials and Methods section contain data sufficient to reproduce the methods? (if applicable)

	

	8. Does the research comply with the principles of ethics? (applicable to papers describing the results of non-clinical and clinical studies and clinical cases)

	

	9.  Has the statistical analysis been performed and interpreted correctly? Can the obtained results be considered reliable? (if applicable)

	

	10.  Do the conclusions satisfy the aim of the research? 

	

	11. Are all the conclusions based on the data provided in the paper? 

	

	12.  Does the abstract reflect the subject matter of the paper and the obtained results? 

	

	13.  Are the key words suitable and sufficient? 

	

	14.  Do the literary sources reflect the current state of the issue brought up by the author? 

	

	15. Do the terminology and style of presentation suit the target audience of the journal?

	

	16. Are the illustrations/tables/formulas sufficient and informative? Do they provide relevant information without duplicating the data given in the text?

	

	17. Does the paper contain any advertising information?

	

	18.  What are the specific merits of the paper?

	

	19. What are the drawbacks of the paper? What corrections and additions should be made by the author(s)?

	

	20. General conclusions on the manuscript: 
(please select one option from the list)
1) The manuscript may be recommended for publication in the journal. 
2) The manuscript may be recommended for publication in the journal after technical editing according to the reviewer’s suggestions/recommendations, without subsequent review.
3) The manuscript should be edited according to the reviewer’s suggestions/recommendations and sent for additional review.
4) The manuscript should be rejected. 


Reviewer’s data[footnoteRef:1]:  [1:  The editorial team hands the reviews and the reviewers' data over to the Scientific Electronic Library (eLIBRARY.RU), where this information will be kept confidential.] 

Full name, academic degree and rank, position,
information on the institution (name and departmental subordination),
address (including postal code),
phone number and e-mail.

Date:                                                                Signature:

