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All of the articles in this proceedings volume have been presented at the [1st Annual
Conference on Research, Educational Implementation, Social Studies and History
(AREISSH)] during [25 August 2021] in [Yogyakarta, Indonesia]. These articles have
been peer reviewed by the members of the [Scientific Committee] and approved by
the Editor-in-Chief, who affirms that this document is a truthful description of the
conference’s review process.

1 Review Procedure

The reviews were [double-blind]. Each submission was examined by [at least 2]
reviewer(s) independently.

The conference submission management system was History Education Department
Faculty of Social Science Universitas Negeri Yogyakarta].

The submissions were first screened for generic quality and suitableness. After the
initial screening, they were sent for peer review by matching each paper’s topic with the
reviewers’ expertise, taking into account any competing interests. A paper could only
be considered for acceptance if it had received favourable recommendations from the
two reviewers.

Authors of a rejected submission were given the opportunity to revise and resubmit
after addressing the reviewers’ comments. The acceptance or rejection of a revised
manuscript was final.]

2 Quality Criteria

Reviewers were instructed to assess the quality of submissions solely based on the
academic merit of their content along the following dimensions

1. Pertinence of the article’s content to the scope and themes of the conference;
2. Clear demonstration of originality, novelty, and timeliness of the research;
3. Soundness of the methods, analyses, and results;
4. Adherence to the ethical standards and codes of conduct relevant to the research

field;

Z. Zulkarnain—Editors of the [1st Annual Conference on Research, Educational Implementation,
Social Studies and History (AREISSH)].

© The Author(s) 2023
S. Rochmat et al. (Eds.): AREISSH 2021, ASSEHR 681, pp. 1–4, 2023.
https://doi.org/10.2991/978-2-494069-17-6_1

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.2991/978-2-494069-17-6_1&domain=pdf
https://doi.org/10.2991/978-2-494069-17-6_1


2 S. Rochmat et al.

5. Clarity, cohesion, and accuracy in language and othermodes of expression, including
figures and tables.

In addition, all of the articles have been checked for textual overlap in an effort to
detect possible signs of plagiarism by the publisher.

1st AREISSH apply Zero tolerance towards plagiarism and therefore establishes
the following policy stating specific actions (penalties) when plagiarism is identified in
an article that is submitted for publication in 1st AREISSH.

Definition: Plagiarism involves the “use or close imitation of the language and
thoughts of another author and the representation of them as one’s own original work.”

Policy:Papersmust be original, unpublished, and not pending publication elsewhere.
Any material taken verbatim from another source needs to be clearly identified as dif-
ferent from the present original text by (1) indentation, (2) use of quotation marks, and
(3) identification of the source.

Any text of an amount exceeding fair use standards (herein defined as more than two
or three sentences or the equivalent thereof) or any graphic material reproduced from
another source requires permission from the copyright holder and, if feasible, the original
author(s) and also requires identification of the source; e.g., previous publication.

All submitted papers will be checked of their similarity with Turnitin.
When plagiarism is identified, the Principal Editor responsible for the review of this

paper and will agree on measures according to the extent of plagiarism detected in the
paper in agreement with the following guidelines:

Similarity level
Informasi practices Zero tolerance towards plagiarism. We use iThenticate to

evaluate the similarity index and then the editor decides the case of possible plagiarism
(Similarity reportwill be provided to the author). Editorial board has passed the following
actions:

1. Similarity Index above 40%: Article Rejected (due to poor citation and/or poor
paraphrasing, article outright rejected, NO RESUBMISSION accepted).

2. Similarity Index (10–30%): Send to the author for improvement (provide correct
citations to all places of similarity and do good paraphrasing even if the citation is
provided).

3. Similarity index Less than 10%: Accepted or citation improvement may be
required (proper citations must be provided to all outsourced texts).

In cases 2 and 3: The authors should revise the article carefully, add required cita-
tions, and do good paraphrasing to outsourced text. And resubmit the article with a new
iThenticate report showing NO PLAGIARISM and similarity less than 10%.

Additional information
It is understood that the authors are responsible for the contents of the papers they

send because they confirm the paper’s originality statement before submission and have
read this plagiarism policy. If the second case of severe plagiarism by the same author(s)
is identified, a decision on the measures to be enforced will be made by the Editorial
board. The author(s) might be forbidden to submit further articles forever.

This policy applies also to material reproduced from another publication by the
same author(s). If an author uses text or figures that have previously been published, the
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corresponding paragraphs or figures should be identified and the previous publication
referenced. It is understood that in case of a review paper or a paper of a tutorial nature
much of the material was previously published.

The author should identify the source of the previously publishedmaterial and obtain
permission from the original author and the publisher. If an author submits a manuscript
to 1st AREISSHwith significant overlap with a manuscript submitted to another journal
simultaneously, and this overlap is discovered during the review process or after the
publications of both papers, the editor of the other journal is notified and the case is
treated as a severe plagiarism case. Significant overlap means the use of identical or
almost identical figures and identical or slightly modified text for one half or more of
the paper. For self-plagiarism of less than one half of the paper but more than one-tenth
of the paper, the case shall be treated as intermediate plagiarism. If self-plagiarism is
confined to the methods section, the case shall be considered as minor plagiarism.

If an author uses some of his previously publishedmaterial to clarify the presentation
of new results, the previously published material shall be identified and the difference
to the present publication shall be mentioned. Permission to republish must be obtained
from the copyright holder. In the case of a manuscript that was originally published in
conference proceedings and then is submitted for publication in 1st AREISSH either
in identical or in expanded form, the authors must identify the name of the conference
proceedings and the date of the publication and obtain permission to republish from
the copyright holder. The editor may decide not to accept this paper for publication.
However, an author shall be permitted to use material from an unpublished presentation,
including visual displays, in a subsequent journal publication. In the case of a publication
being submitted, that was originally published in another language, the title, date, and
journal of the original publication must be identified by the authors, and the copyright
must be obtained.

3 Key Metrics

Total submissions 53
Number of articles sent for peer
review

53

Number of accepted articles 29
Acceptance rate 54.7%
Number of reviewers 14

4 Competing Interests

Neither the Editor-in-Chief nor any member of the Scientific Committee declares any
competing interest.

Example B: Some of the authors (in this case, name them) were supervised by
the Editor-in-Chief, who has recused herself from handling their submissions and has
delegated them to colleagues with no personal interests in them.
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Example C: The conference was partially funded by Acme, Inc., a company that has
also supported or participated in some of the research submitted to the conference. All
authors and reviewers are required to disclose their funding sources, and those research
works that were funded by Acme have been reviewed by members of the Scientific
Committee with no personal interests in the company.]

Open Access This chapter is licensed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-
NonCommercial 4.0 International License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/),
which permits any noncommercial use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any
medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source,
provide a link to the Creative Commons license and indicate if changes were made.

The images or other third party material in this chapter are included in the chapter’s Creative
Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the chapter’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by
statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder.
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