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Is the chosen title topic relevant to the review and interesting? Does
it concisely describe the topic and provide the necessary
information? Does it include all aspects, especially the title and
content of the article?
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The introduction to the material was evaluated within a theoretical
framework, and the objectives of the study were clearly defined.
The appropriate study design was used.
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A contemporary study, presented fully, clearly, and organized. The
content is detailed and focuses on technical and academic topics
(seminar presentation).
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