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Abstract. All of the articles in this proceedings volume have been presented at
the Conference on Digital Humanities during 3–5 November 2022 in Bandung,
Indonesia. These articles have been peer reviewed by the members of the Paper
Peer Review Committee and approved by the Editor-in-Chief, who affirms that
this document is a truthful description of the conference’s review process.
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1 Review Procedure

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

We used a conference system Easychair and an internal campus-based paper hub
system, gcs.itb.ac.id.

Initial consideration was given to the submissions’ overall quality as well as their
applicability. Following the initial screening, the papers were distributed for peer review
by matching each paper’s topic with the reviewers’ expertise. In order for an article to be
taken into consideration for publication, it was necessary for it to have gotten positive
feedback from both of the reviewers.

After addressing the reviewers’ recommendations, authors of rejected submissions
were offered the chance to improve and resubmit their work. The decision to accept or
reject a revised document was final.

To improve the peer review quality, we treat confidentiality highly when we
distributed the papers and made sure the papers did not go to closely related authors.

H. Nuriman—Editor-in-Chief of the Conference on Digital Humanities.
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2 Quality Criteria

Reviewers were requested to evaluate the quality of submissions based only on the aca-
demic value of their material in the following areas: The papers were selected according
to the conference scope and themes of the conference, as detailed on our conference
website. The review committee rejected papers that did not comply with the scope and
themes of the conference.

1. We selected the papers based on their originality, novelty, and timeliness of the
research, shown by the authors in each paper, such as the time the research was
conducted, the data collected, the research gap between previous research and current
research of each paper.

2. The methods, analyses, and results were sound The claims researchers made in
their papers were strongly backed by valid data, sound arguments, thorough analysis
and clear explanation on the results of the research. Yet, some of the papers were
conceptual due to their ongoing process.

3. The papers we selected have shown adherence to the ethical standards and codes of
conduct relevant to their research field.

4. TheEnglish language authors use in their paper shows is clear, cohesive, and accurate.
Tables and figures are also presented accordingly.

In addition, all of the articles have been checked for textual overlap in an effort
to detect possible signs of plagiarism by the publisher. We used Turnitin to detect any
potential of plagiarism of each paper.

3 Key Metrics

Total submissions 39
Number of articles sent for peer
review

26

Number of accepted articles 20
Acceptance rate 51.2%
Number of reviewers 6

4 Competing Interests

Some of the authors (in this case, Nia Kurniasih, Sutiadi Rahmansyah, and Prima Roza)
were supervised by the Editor-in-Chief, who has recused himself from handling their
submissions and has delegated them to colleagues with no personal interests in them.
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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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