ARTICLE QUALITY SELF-ASSESSMENT
(IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE JOURNAL’S EDITORIAL REQUIREMENTS)
1. The article’s content falls within the scope of the journal. The information letter lists the subject areas within which articles are accepted.
1. The article’s content is consistent with its stated topic, aim and objectives.
1. The title is appropriately worded and reflects the aim and content of the article. Only widely recognised abbreviations may be used in titles.
1. The abstract and keywords must contain no abbreviations. The abstract must be at least 12 lines long in both languages. It should enable readers to understand the aim set by the author and whether it has been achieved; whether the author has reached fundamentally new conclusions; and whether the article is valuable for further research on the topic. The abstract is a brief promotional account of the article’s content, intended to attract attention and interest the reader.
1. Keywords: provide 7–12 distinct keyword entries in Russian and a corresponding list in English. Each entry may be a single word or an established terminological phrase. A phrase counts as one entry regardless of the number of words it contains. Separate entries with commas and keep their meaning and order consistent across both languages.
6. The scholarly relevance of the article is substantiated.
7. The aim and objectives are substantiated.
8. The scientific novelty is substantiated.
9. The theoretical significance of the work is substantiated.
10. The practical significance of the work is substantiated.
Each of the structural components of research listed above—relevance, research problem, aim, objectives, scientific novelty, theoretical significance and practical significance—is a separate category. They must be considered separately rather than combined arbitrarily, for example by treating theoretical and practical significance as a single category.
11. The reliability and validity of the research findings are ensured by clearly defined methodological foundations; a system of research methods appropriate to the subject of the study; comprehensive analysis of the processes and phenomena under investigation; consistency of the conclusions and assessments of the findings; representative data; and other relevant factors.
12. The conclusion. The quality of a detailed conclusion is assessed through its structure: 1. A concise summary of the principal research findings, demonstrating that the research aim has been achieved and identifying the scientific novelty and theoretical and practical significance. 2. A statement of the conclusions. 3. Prospects for further development of the topic. 4. The intended readership of the article.
A conclusion of this kind can be written only if the article is a research study rather than a merely informational or formal account, and if its scholarly structure provides a unifying thread throughout the text.
13. The quality and number of bibliographic references: the sources must be representative, there must be at least 5 references, and recent research must be included, such as monographs, dissertations and articles by recognised scholars.
14. All bibliographic references have been checked for accuracy and correct presentation.
Authors must verify the accuracy of bibliographic information. Errors must be corrected. If fabricated sources, substantial distortions or other issues casting doubt on the reliability of the article are identified, the editorial office considers declining publication or retracting the article.
15. The originality score must be at least 85%. Together with the article, authors must send the editorial office the results of plagiarism checking carried out only through the systems specified in the information letter, with AI-generated text detection enabled.
Research and submitted materials must comply with the journal’s policy prohibiting AI use, published in the Editorial Policy section: https://amnko.ru/en/policy/#ai-policy
16. Language accuracy. The manuscript has been carefully proofread by a qualified language specialist or proofreader, and spelling, punctuation, grammatical, wording and stylistic errors have been corrected. If assistance with formatting and preparing the article for consideration is needed, the author may contact the editorial office directly; the availability, scope and terms of support are discussed individually.

[bookmark: _GoBack]17. A COHERENT VIEW OF THE WORK AS A WHOLE.

Even if every item has been completed, can the article be sent to the editorial office straight away? Do not rush. Examine it critically as a complete work. If you identify weak arguments, superficial analysis, a lack of logical connections between sections, or an aim, objectives, scientific novelty, theoretical significance and practical significance that are stated only formally, exist independently of the content and fail to unite the work, the conclusion must be unequivocal: the article must not be submitted to the editorial office in its present form. Continue developing it as a coherent scholarly document. For further details, see “Manuscript Requirements”.
Articles submitted to the journal without meeting all editorial requirements will not be considered. If the assessment is carried out merely as a formality, the article will be rejected for the current issue at the initial submission stage and may subsequently be resubmitted only for the next issue.

18. Accuracy of author information. All authors’ names, academic degrees and titles where held, positions, affiliations and contact details have been checked and are accurate.
Write “Completed” next to each item only if you are certain that the requirement has been met.
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