HPOL[E,Z[YPA [10 AHOHUMHO PELIEH3UPAHE

e Ot 6poit 2(4) 3a 2016 roguHa MatepuanuTe, ACHO3UpPaHU B cIl. ,,Dmtonorndecku Gopym™, ce m3mpamar ¢
MpUIpy’KaBallia ' OT Hay4eH PHKOBOJUTEN IPEIOpPhKa.

¢ Bcuuku HaydHU CTaTHU B cricanne ,,Ounonorndecku GopyMm” ce myOIuKyBaT CISH HOL0HCUMeNeH Pe3yIman
OM AQHOHUMHO U HE3ABUCUMO PeYyeH3UpaHe.

e Bcuuky perieH3eHTH IPUTekKaBaT HayYHH THTJIN U/HJIN CTETICHH.

e ABTOpPHTE Ha TEKCTOBETE Ca B OMHOWICHUE HA HE3ABUCUMOCHT CIPAMO peyeH3eHnmume. PEICH3eHTHT HE MOXKe
Ia ObJie Hay4eH PbKOBOJIMTEI HA aBTOpA HAa TEKCTA U MPUHAIIICKH Ha pa3NIMyHa aKkaJJeMUYHA HHCTHTYIIHS.

¢ He ce penensupar TekcroBere B pyOpukute ,lloetnueckn mposnor”, ,3armpxHano exo”, , IIsTyBamm mymu™,
»lIpoderero ot Hac”, ,,Ciyun ce...” u ,,Hamuranus u npo3sBku’.

e PerieH3nunTe 32 TEKCTOBETE CE CHXPAHIBAT OT PENAKIMOHHHS SKHIT Ha CIIUCAaHWETO U HE c€ MPEJOCTaBsT HA
aBTOpPHTE.

e OKOHYATEIHOTO pEUIEHHE OTHOCHO MyONMKYBaHETO HA MaTepHallMTe CE€ B3EMa OT WICHOBETE Ha
PEIaKIMOHHUS SKHII, KaTO TO € ChOOPa3eHo C MPETIIOPBKUTE Ha PELICH3CHTA.

OnucaHue HA MpoLeypaTa M0 AHOHUMHOTO pelleH3UpaHe:

Cren xato ce 3ano4He paboTa 10 ChbOTBETHHUS TEMAaTHUCH OpO, MPOLECHT HA PelEH3NpPaHe OTHEMA MEXIY €IUH
U Tpu Mecena. TeKCTBT ce W3IMpalla Ha €JUH aHOHMMEH PEICH3EHT, M30paH OT pEeIaKIusiTa, 3a MHCMEHa
pereH3usl.

* [lo mpenoppka Ha peneH3eHTa TEKCTHBT MOXe 1a ObAe MyOJIMKyBaH, OTXBBPICH WM IyONMKyBaH cCIel
KOpHUTHpAHE.

* [IperopbkuTe Ha pElEH3EHTa ce M3Mpamar Ha aBTopa ¢ Mojba Toil ;a ce choOpas3w ¢ TIX W Ja peJaKkTupa
TEKCTa B yKa3aH CPOK.

» Cresr KaTO aBTOPBT NMPEACTABH PEIAKTHPAHHS CH TEKCT, PEIAKIIMOHHUST SKHIT B3MMa MO-HATaThIIHO PEIICHNE
3a MyOJIMKYBaHETO Ha TEKCTa.

* [Ipu u3pu4HO XKeNaHWE OT CTpaHa Ha aBTOpa, TOW OWBa THCMEHO YBEIOMSBAH 3a KPAaHOTO pEIICHHWE Ha
PEeOaKIMOHHUS €KUIT, OTHOCHO IMyOIMKYyBaHETO HA HETOBUSA (TEXHHS) MaTepHAL

PEER REVIEW PROCEDURE

e From the second half of 2016 (issue 2(4)) onwards, research papers in the Philological Forum Journal are
published after they have successfully passed a single-blind peer review procedure and have been accepted for
publication.

e Reviewers are academics in fields relevant to the texts which they have been assigned. Authors cannot be
affiliated with reviewers. A reviewer cannot be an author’s supervisor and must belong to an academic
institution different from that of the author.

e Texts in the sections ‘A Poetic Prologue,” ‘A Silent Echo,” ‘Travelling Words,” ‘What We Read,” ‘It so
Happened That...” and ‘A Wink and a Yawn’ are not subject to our peer review procedure.

o All reviews are kept by the editorial board of the journal and are not disclosed to the authors.

e The editorial board takes the final decision on whether a text can proceed to publication, with the decision
taking into consideration the recommendations of the reviewer.

Description of the single-blind peer review procedure:

After work on a given topical issue has started, the peer review procedure generally takes between one and three
months. Each text is sent to an anonymous reviewer chosen by the editorial board, who then writes a review of
said text.

* In light of the recommendations made by the reviewer, the text may be accepted for publication, rejected, or
sent back for revision and resubmission.

* The reviewer’s recommendations are sent to the author(s) along with a request that they comply with these and
revise their text within a deadline specified in the body of the message.

+ After the author(s) has (have) submitted the revised version of their text, the editorial board takes a decision on
whether the text can proceed to publication.

» Upon an express request by the author(s), they are notified in writing of the final decision of the editorial board
on whether their text proceeds to publication.



