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Relevance of the topic 

☐ Highly relevant
☐ Important
☐ Satisfactory
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Clarity of the argument and coherence 
☐ Excellent
☐ Good
☐ Satisfactory
☐ Needs improvement

Originality of the research and personal contribution to the topic 
☐ Original work, significant personal contribution
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☐ Satisfactory
☐ No personal contribution

Relevance of literature 
☐ Very relevant, actual
☐ Good
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