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Review Process
The Journal of Applied Computer Science Methods (JACSM) employs a rigorous review process to evaluate manuscripts for scientific accuracy, novelty, and importance. The review process often works to improve research while preventing overstated results from reaching scientists and the public. The careful editing process often requires extensive revisions and assures detailed checking for accuracy.
When a research manuscript arrives, we use the following review procedure:
1. The Editor-in-Chief and Associate Editors determine if the subject matter is suitable for consideration.

2. The manuscript is then sent by the Associate Editors to two peer reviewers. All reviewers remain unknown to the authors. Every manuscript is treated by the Editors and reviewers as privileged information, and they are instructed to exclude themselves from review of any manuscript that might involve a conflict of interest or the appearance thereof.

3. If one of the two reviewers returns a highly negative (rejecting) opinion about the research manuscript, and the other reviewer gives a positive one, the manuscript is then sent to another peer reviewer, whose review is decisive.

4. Any peer reviewer may request for some changes in the original manuscript to meet the acceptance criteria. In such case the interesting part of the review is being sent to the author of the manuscript together with a request for making changes.

5. Additionally any peer reviewer who makes a request for change may (but does not have to) also request for a post-change manuscript version to make a final acceptance.

6. The reviewers write their reviews using a formal review form – see an attached JACSM Review Form.
