HPOL[E[[YPA [10 AHOHUMHO PEHEH3UPAHE

e Ot Opoii 2(4) 3a 2016 roguHa MaTepuanuTe, ACNO3UpaHu B cIl. ,,Dmtonorndecku ¢popym™, ce m3mpamiar ¢
MpUJIpYKaBallia ' OT Hay4eH PbKOBOJUTEN IPENOpbKa.

o Bcuuky Hay4HU CTaTUH B ciMcaHue ,,dusonorundecku popym” ce MyOIHKYBaT CIEH NOA0NCUMENEH Pe3yamam
OM AHOHUMHO U HE3ABUCUMO PEYeH3UPAHE.

® BCUUKM pelieH3eHTH IPUTEXaBaT HAyYHH THTIH W/HJIN CTEIICHH.

e ABTOpHTE Ha TEKCTOBETE Ca B OMHOUICHUE HA HE3AGUCUMOCH CIPAMO peyensenmume. PElIEH3eHThT HE MOXKe
Ja ObJie Hay4eH PHKOBOAUTEN Ha aBTOPA HA TEKCTA U IIPUHAJUICKN Ha pa3IniyHa aKaJeMHYHa HHCTHTYIH.

e He ce pereH3upaT TeKCTOBETe B pyOpukuTe ,,IloeTndecku mpoior”, ,,3anrbxHano exo”, , [IpTyBamm gymu,
,IIpodereHo ot Hac”, ,,Ciyuu ce...” u ,,Hamuranus u npo3sBku’.

e PerieH3unTe 3a TEKCTOBETE C€ ChXpPaHABAT OT PEAAKLMOHHUSA €KUM Ha CIIMCAaHHETO U HE Ce MPEeJOCTaBAT Ha
aBTOPHUTE.

o OKOHYATETHOTO pEIIeHWE OTHOCHO NyOJIMKYBaHETO Ha MaTepHajiiTe Cce B3eMa OT 4ICHOBETe Ha
PENaKIMOHHUS €KHII, KaTO TO € ChOOPa3eHO C MPENOPHKUTE Ha PEIIEH3EHTA.

OnucaHue HA POLEIYPATA 0 AHOHHMHOTO pPeleH3upaHe:

Crien kato ce 3amo4He paboTa Mo ChbOTBETHHUS TeMATHYCH OpOM, MPOIECHT Ha PEIICH3UpaHe OTHEMA MEXy SANH
U Tpu Mecelia. TEKCTHT ce W3Mpalla Ha €IWH aHOHMMEH PElEeH3CHT, W30paH OT pelakiusATa, 3a MHCMEeHA
pereH3usl.

» [To mpemopbka Ha pEIEH3CHTA TEKCTHT MOXKE Ja ObJe MyOJMKYBaH, OTXBBPJCH WM IyOJMKYBaH CIe
KOpPHUTUPAHE.

* TIpenopbKuTE Ha PEICH3CHTA Ce M3IpAIAT Ha aBTOpa ¢ MOJ0a TOH 1a ce ChoOpasH ¢ TSAX M Ja pelaKTupa
TEKCTa B YKa3aH CPOK.

. C.]'Iell KaTo aBTOPBHT NPECACTABHU PEAAKTUPAHUA CH TCKCT, PCAAKIIMOHHUAT €KUIT B3UMaA IMMO-HATATHIIHO PECIICHUEC
3a MyOJIMKYBaHETO HA TEKCTA.

* IIpu M3pUYHO KeJaHHE OT CTpaHa Ha aBTOpa, TOM OWMBa IHMCMEHO YBEIOMsIBaH 3a KPallHOTO pelIeHHe Ha
PEIaKIHOHHUSI €KUTI, OTHOCHO MyOIMKYBAHETO HA HETOBUS (TEXHHSI) 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.

o 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.



