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Article ID: 

Title: 

Article type as specified by the author: 
Date of submitting for review: 

Date of submitting the revision to the editorial board:

Reviewer (academic title/degree, name, surname, e-mail address): 

General part

Answers to the questions, and optionally indication of comment ID in the detailed part, which justify these answers. 

	Question
	Yes/No
	Comment ID

	1. Does the subject match the profile of the Annals of Geomatics?
	
	

	2. Is this a scientific or research type article?

Type of a paper - Pol-index classification 2015 *
	
	

	3. 
	

	4. Does the title reflect the content in a clear and concise way?
	
	

	5. Are the approach to the subject and the adopted methodology appropriate?
	
	

	6. Are the conclusions sufficiently justified?
	
	

	7. Should brief additions or corrections be proposed?
	
	

	8. Should abridgements or deletions be proposed?
	
	

	9. Are illustrations and tables necessary and suitable to be used? 
	
	

	10. Are the keywords relevant?
	
	

	11. Does the abstract show the essence, purpose and conclusions of the article in a concise, clear and easy for translation way?
	
	

	12. Do the citations take into account the publications relevant to the subject matter?
	
	

	13. Is the language level of the article sufficient?
	
	

	14. Is the translation of the abstract correct?
	
	


*Please fill according to the enclosed classification.

Detailed part

The review comments and suggestions of specific changes to the text, if they are needed and possible.
Conclusion

I consider the submitted article to be (delete as appropriate):

· published in its present form, 

· published after the author introduces changes, 

· re-reviewed after the author introduces important changes, 

· should not be published in the Annals of Geomatics.
Signature of the reviewer 


