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All of the articles in this proceedings volume have been presented at the 3rd International
Con-ference on Smart Sustainable Development (SSD 2025) during 6" and 7" March in
Auckland, New Zealand. These articles have been peer reviewed by the members of the
technical committee of SSD 2025 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 blinded. Each submission was examined by at least two
reviewer(s) independently.

The conference submission management system was EquinOCS

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.

The reviewers are from institutes of higher learning and have performed reviews for
the conference previously. They are also scholars, researchers and experienced review-
ers of research papers. Moreover, the double-blind reviews were carried out and were
all done by independent reviewers.

© The Author(s) 2025

S. Singh et al. (eds.), Proceedings of the Smart Sustainable Development Conference 2025 (SSD 2025), Atlantis
Highlights in Sustainable Development 2,

https://doi.org/10.2991/978-94-6463-720-5 1


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.2991/978-94-6463-720-5_1&domain=pdf

2 S. Singh et al.

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. Organisation of the article (clarity and structure, writing, conciseness and refer-
encing, etc.).
2. The subject addressed in this article is worthy of investigation

3. Originality and innovation

4. Impact (To what extent the project/solution enhances the efficiency and effec-
tiveness in an existing system)

5. Alignment with UN’s SDGs (The project strongly aligns with one or more UN’s
sustainable development goals)

6. Overall Evaluation

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 26

Number of articles sent for peer review 25

Number of accepted articles 17
Acceptance rate  65.38%

Number of reviewers 27

4. COMPETING INTERESTS

We carried out double blind reviews and where an editorial team member had their own
paper submitted, another team member was responsible to manage the review process.
This means the team member with the article did not liaise with the reviewers and nei-
ther did they know the outcome of the review until all reviews were completed and
were informed officially.

For example, some of the editorial team members, comprising of Dr Iman Ardekani,
Dr Jimmy Sun and Dr Sharan Singh had submitted research papers to the conference
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but were not responsible to manage the review process of their paper. They were in-
formed of the outcome of their paper officially when two reviews were completed.

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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