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All of the articles in this proceedings volume have
been presented at the

The 2nd International Interdisciplinary Conference
on  Environmental Sciences and  Sustainable
Developments: Education and Green Economy
(IICESSD-EGE) 2022 during 7-8 October 2022 in Best
Western Hotel Palu, Indonesia. These articles have been
peer reviewed by the members of the reviewers board of
IICESSD 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 single blind review. Each

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.

Authors of reports of original research should
present an accurate account of the work
performed as well as an objective discussion of
its significance. Underlying data should be
represented accurately in the paper. A paper
should contain sufficient detail and references to
permit others to replicate the work. Fraudulent or
knowingly inaccurate statements constitute
unethical behavior and are unacceptable.;

submission was examined by 2 reviewers independently. 2. The authors should ensure that they have written

o bmissi entirely original works, and if the authors have

he ?onf erence submission management system was used the work and/or words of others that this has

casychair.org been appropriately cited or quoted.

The submissions were first screened for generic . .

. . . B 3. An author should not in general publish
quality and suitableness. After the initial screening, they . . .
. . s . manuscripts describing essentially the same
were sent for peer review by matching each paper’s topic . . .
. . s . .o research in more than one journal or primary
with the reviewers’ expertise, taking into account any . e .
. . publication. Submitting the same manuscript to
competing interests. A paper could only be considered for . .
. . ; more than one journal concurrently constitutes
acceptance  if it had received favourable . o . .
. . unethical publishing behaviour and is
recommendations from the two reviewers.
unacceptable.
Authors of a rejected submission were given the . L
4. Authorship should be limited to those who have

opportunity to revise and resubmit after addressing the
reviewers’ comments. The acceptance or rejection of a
revised manuscript was final.

Peer review assists the editor in making editorial
decisions and through the editorial communications with
the author may also assist the author in improving the

paper.

made a significant contribution to the conception,
design, execution, or interpretation of the reported
study. All those who have made significant
contributions should be listed as co-authors.
Where there are others who have participated in
certain substantive aspects of the research project,
they should be acknowledged or listed as
contributors.
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In addition, all of the articles have been checked for
textual overlap in an effort to detect possible signs of
plagiarism by the publisher.

3. KEY METRICS

Total submissions 73

Number of articles sent for peer 71
review

Number of accepted articles 66
Acceptance rate  93.15%

Number of reviewers 6

4. COMPETING INTERESTS

All authors should disclose in their manuscript any
financial or other substantive conflict of interest that
might be construed to influence the results or
interpretation of their manuscript. All sources of financial
support for the project should be disclosed.
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