Rules of reviewing of articles
1. All scientific articles which came to edition are subject to obligatory reviewing. The edition carries out reviewing of all materials coming to edition corresponding to its subject for the purpose of their expert assessment. All reviewers are recognized specialists in subject of the reviewed materials and have within the last 3 years of the publication on subject of the reviewed article. Reviews are stored in publishing house and in edition within 5 years.
2. The responsible secretary of an editorial board or the senior editor defines compliance of article to requirements to registration and sends article for the first consideration to the editor-in-chief or his deputy. Further - on reviewing to two members of an editorial board or two external reviewers - the experts, doctors or candidates of science having the closest to article subject scientific specialization.
3. Reviewers are notified that the articles sent them are property of authors and contain the data which aren't subject to disclosure. Reviewing is carried out confidentially.
4. Terms of reviewing are defined in each separate case by the responsible secretary or the senior editor with creation of conditions for the most operational publication of article.
5. The edition sends to authors the copy of reviews or motivated refusal, and also undertakes to direct the copy of reviews to the Ministry of Education and Science of the Russian Federation at receipt in edition corresponding inquiry. The review with instructions of the reviewer can be provided at the request of advisory councils to the HCC.

6. In the review the following questions are taken up:

• compliance of the contents of article to its name;

• assessment of relevance of the contents of article;

• assessment of a form of supply of material and its availability;

• in what article merits and demerits specifically consist, what corrections and additions have to be made by the author;

· • expediency of the publication of article.
7. In final part of the review on the basis of the analysis of article accurate conclusions of the reviewer or about the publication of article in the presented look, or about need of processing (completion) of article according to remarks of the reviewer have to be given.   

8. If the review contains recommendations about correction and completion of article, edition sends to the author the remark of the reviewer with the offer or to consider them at completion of article, or is reasoned them to disprove. Article processed by the author repeatedly goes for reviewing. 
9. If article isn't recommended by the reviewer for the publication, the text of the negative conclusion goes to the author. In case of the reasoned disagreement of the author with opinion of the reviewer, the author of article can request in edition the direction of its article on reviewing to other reviewer. In this case the editorial board of the journal or directs article on repeated (additional) reviewing, or provides to the author motivated refusal in the publication. The final decision is made on this matter by the editor-in-chief or his deputy who has the right to publish article as the debatable.
10. Existence of the positive review isn't the sufficient basis for the publication of article. The final decision on expediency and terms of the publication after reviewing is accepted by the editor-in-chief or his deputy, and if necessary - by an editorial board.
11. Edition doesn't store articles which aren't adopted for publishing. All articles received by edition to the author don't come back.

12. Edition strictly adheres to norms and rules of the international publishing ethics.
