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Categorization 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Original Scientific Paper 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Preliminary Communication 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Subject Review 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Professional Paper 

An original scientific paper must contain unpublished results of an original research work in which research information is presented in such a way that the experiment can be repeated and that the described result can be obtained with accuracy specified by the author, or with tolerance acceptable for such experiments, i.e. that the author’s observations, analyses, calculations or theoretical deductions can be repeated and that an opinion can be formulated about the author’s conclusions and results. 
A preliminary communication is a research paper containing one or several new scientific data that deserve urgent publishing, but it is not required to have the level of detail needed to repeat or verify the results. Reactions to published work would also belong to this category provided that they contain elements regarded as a contribution to research work. 
A subject review is a research paper containing a detailed account of a special civil engineering issue or area, based on the analysis of information that has already been published. The author is required to provide data about all published papers that have contributed to the solution of the problem under study or to the development of the area considered, or that could have contributed to such an area were they not overlooked or neglected. 
A professional paper deals with a civil engineering topic and analyses a valuable experience gained in the application of some known scientific achievements that contribute to the propagation of knowledge and to harmonization of original research endeavours with practical needs.
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Highly original
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Of limited originality
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(c) Expected level of impact in the field
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High impact
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 FORMCHECKBOX 
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(d) English
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