HPOL[EL[YPA [10 AHOHUMHO PEUEH3UPAHE

e Ot Opoit 2(4) 3a 2016 roguHa MaTepHaINTe, ACTIO3UPAHHU B CII. ,,Ouonormyecku GopyMm™, ce M3mparar ¢
MIpUAPY’KaBalla ' OT HAy4eH PHKOBOJHUTEI IIPETIOPHKA.

e Benuky HayuHE cTaTHH B crincanue ,,dunonorundecku GopyMm” ce MyOIuKyBaT CIEN HOL0JCUMENEH Pe3YImam
OM AHOHUMHO U HE3ABUCUMO PeYEeH3UPaHe.

e Benuky pereH3eHTH NpUTeKaBaT HayYHH THTIIN W/WITH CTETICHH.

e ABTOpUTE Ha TEKCTOBETE Ca B OMHOUIEHUE HA HE3ABUCUMOCT CRPAMO peyensenmume. PElICH3eHTBT HE MOXKe
Ja Ob/ie Hay4eH PHKOBOJUTEI Ha aBTOpa Ha TEKCTA M MPUHA/JICKH Ha pa3liNyHa aKaJleMUYHa HHCTUTYLIHS.

e He ce penensupar tekcroBere B pyOpukute ,Jloernuecku mposor”, ,,3arnbpxHano exo”, , JIpTyBamm gymu®,
,LIpodeTeno ot Hac”, ,,Ciayuu ce...”, ,,Enucronap (u3cieaBanus or...)*“ u ,,HaMuranus u npo3siBKu’”.

e PerieH3nuTe 3a TEKCTOBETE C€ ChXPaHABAT OT PEAAKLIUOHHUS €KHIl Ha CIHHCAHHETO M HE CE MPEJOCTaBsT Ha
aBTOpHTE.

e OKOHYATEIHOTO pEIIEHHEe OTHOCHO MYyOJNMKYBaHETO Ha MaTepHAIMTE C€ B3eMa OT WICHOBETE Ha
PEIaKIMOHHUS EKHII, KaTo TO € ChOOPa3eHO C MPENOPBHKUTE HA PEIIEH3CHTA.

OnucaHue HA MPOIETyPaTa 0 AHOHMMHOTO pPelleH3HpaHe:

Crient kaTo ce 3amouHe paboTa Mo ChOTBETHUSI TEMATHUYCH OPOii, IPOLECHT HA PELICH3UPAHE OTHEMA MEK/Ty eANH
U Tpu Mecena. TeKCTHT ce M3Mpalla Ha €IMH aHOHMMEH PElEeH3eHT, W30paH OT peAakUusTa, 3a MUCMEeHa
peLeH3usL.

 [lo mpenopbka Ha pEICH3CHTAa TEKCTHT MOXKE Ja ObJc MyOJMKYBaH, OTXBBPJCH WIM MyOJMKYyBaH CJe[
KOpUTHpaHe.

* [IpenopbkuTe Ha perieH3eHTa ce M3MpallaT Ha aBTopa ¢ Mojda TOH Jja ce choOpas3u C TIX M Jla pelakTHpa
TEKCTa B yKa3aH CPOK.

 Cnielt KaToO aBTOPBT MPECTABH PEAAKTUPAHHS CH TEKCT, PEAAKI[HOHHUSIT €KUIT B3UMa [T0-HATATHIIHO PEIICHHE
3a MyOJIMKYBaHETO HA TEKCTA.

* Tlpu u3puYHO KeNaHWE OT CTpaHa HA aBTOpPa, TOM OMBA TMHCMEHO YBEJOMSBAH 3a KPallHOTO pElICHHE Ha
PEeNaKIIMOHHUSI €KUII, OTHOCHO MyOJIMKYBAHETO HA HETOBHS (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.

¢ 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...’, ‘Epistolary Tales (research from...)” 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.



