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The Aspect — A szempont — Aspectul

Evaluation — Ertékelés — Evaluarea

1. The title is clear and reflects the object of the paper

A cim egyértelmii és megfelelden utal a cikk tartalmara.
Titlul este clar si reflectd corespunzator continutul articolu-
lui

2. The abstract synthesizes well the content of the paper
A kivonat megfelelden dsszefoglalja a cikk tartalmat.
Extrasul reda corespunzator continutul articolului

3. The introduction presents the relevance of the paper for
the given field and quotes the main results obtained by other
authors concerning the topic.

A bevezeté bemutatja a cikk kapcsolatat tudoméanyaggal, és
utal a mas szerzok eddigi eredményeire.

Introducerea prezinta relevanta articolului in tema abordata
si reflectd rezultatele altor autori in legaturd cu aceasta.

4. The paper contains a good overview on the previous stud-
ies from the same domain

A cikk megfeleléen szambaveszi a korabbi eredményeket a
témaban.

Articolul rezuma corespunzator articolele publicate anterior
in domeniu

5. The methodology in use is coherently presented and there
is a fair justification of it being preferred instead of other
existent methodologies

A modszer egyértelmi, és hasznalata indokolt.

Metodele de cercetare utilizate sunt clare si bine motivate.

6. The source of the database is reliable (official databases,
representative samples, etc)

A bibliografia és a forrasok tudoméanyos szempontb6l meg-
bizhatoak.

Bibliografia si sursele sunt credibile din punct de vedere sti-
intific

7. The scientific contribution of the paper is original

A cikk tartalmaz eredeti meglatast és hozzajarulast a téma-
hoz.

Articolul contine contributie stiintifica originald a autorului.

8. The conclusions summarize clearly the results and the
consequences

Az dsszefoglalas megfelelden kozli a kutatds eredményeit.
Concluziile prezinta corespunzator rezultatele cercetarii.

9. Recent and well chosen (suitable) bibliography. There is
a clear match between the bibliographic references from the
end of the paper and the ones quoted in the text.

A szakirodalom friss, megfeleld, és az irodalomjegyzékben
szerepld miiveket a szerzo valoban felhasznalta a cikk meg-
irasakor.

Bibliografia utilizata este recentd, corespunzatoare, iar sur-
sele din referinte au fost utilizate intr-adevar de catre autor.




10. The vocabulary used is academic, without incoherencies
or grammar mistakes

A szo6haszndlat szabatos, helyes és akadémiai.

Formularea este elocventd si corectd din punct de vedere
academic.

The paper is recommended for publication (mark your choice with an X):
A cikket javaslom kozlésre (kérjiik, X-szel jelolje valasztasat):
Articolul este recomandat pentru publicare (marcati optiunea Dvs. cu un X):

A. Accepted in the initial form
Jelenlegi formajaban
In forma sa initiala

B. Accepted with minor modifications
Kis modositasokkal
Cu mici modificari

C. Accepted with substantial modifications
Lényeges modositasokkal.
Cu modificari substantiale

D. Rejected
Nem javaslom
Nu se recomanda publicarea
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