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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	In my opinion it is a well-documented work, with an extensive bibliography. The author(s) are well acquainted with the specialist debates on the subject.
I think, however, that the thesis to be proved should be explained more clearly at the beginning and at the end, namely, whether a non-Hegelian conception of dialectics and of Marxism itself would allow for a type of market socialism, perhaps prior to the communist phase itself, or at any rate distinct from a communism with a planned economy. I also think that the argument as to why Marx is not (or should not be) a strict Hegelian as a fundamental author when it comes to conceiving a market socialism appears somewhat obscure.
As a recommendation to the author(s) I would clearly state these arguments in the form of propositions to be defended, and in the conclusions I would also formulate in the form of isolated propositions the conclusive arguments in favour of those propositions.
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