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All of the articles in this proceedings volume have been presented at the ICOEBS on 5th

and 6th December 2022 in Surakarta, Indonesia. These articles have been peer reviewed
by the appointed ICOEBS reviewers 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 2 reviewers
independently. The conference submission management system was Remit.

The blind review process ensures the quality and fairness of our conference proceed-
ings. All submitted papers undergo a thorough evaluation by at least two independent
reviewers who are experts in their respective fields. To maintain objectivity and impar-
tiality, both authors and reviewers remain anonymous to each other throughout the entire
review process. This way, reviewers can focus solely on the quality and originality of
the research without any bias or influence from the authors’ personal background or
affiliations.

After the initial review, our track editors and editor convene to discuss the reviewers’
feedback and make the final decision on whether to accept or reject the submission. To
ensure transparency and accountability, we provide authors with detailed feedback and
suggestions for improvement, even in cases where the submission is not accepted. Our
double-blind review process has been designed to uphold the highest academic standards
and to provide authors with a fair and constructive evaluation of their work.

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. Originality and level of innovativeness;
2. Thematic relevance for the call for papers;
3. Significance for theory or practice;
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4. Abstract
5. Methodology well discussed;
6. Quality of presentation of tables and figures.
7. Conclusion supported by results of work and future work
8. Structure of presentation
9. Quality of content and completeness
10. References
11. Clarity
12. Language used

3 Key Metrics

Total submissions 137
Number of articles sent for peer
review

107

Number of accepted articles 88
Acceptance rate 64%
Number of reviewers 22
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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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