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1. REVIEW PROCEDURE 

The reviews were double-blind  Each submission was examined by 2 reviewers in-

dependently.  

The conference submission management system was https://icmrme.sciences-

conf.org/resource/page/id/2   

All submissions to the conference underwent a rigorous multi-stage review process 

designed to ensure both academic quality and relevance to the conference themes. Each 

paper was first screened by the editorial committee for compliance with submission 

guidelines, formatting requirements, and minimum quality standards. Manuscripts that 

passed this stage were then sent for double-blind peer review, with two reviewers as-

signed based on their subject expertise while ensuring that any conflicts of interest were 

avoided. Reviewers evaluated the papers on originality, methodological soundness, the-

oretical contribution, practical relevance, and clarity of presentation. A submission 

could only be considered for acceptance if it received favorable recommendations from 

both reviewers. Authors of papers requiring revisions were invited to resubmit after 

addressing the reviewers’ comments, with revised versions re-evaluated before a final 

decision was made. To uphold quality and integrity, the process included measures such 

as plagiarism checks, reviewer recusal in the case of close author relationships, and 
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efforts to reduce unconscious bias through diverse reviewer assignments. Accepted pa-

pers then underwent a final editorial check for language, consistency, and formatting 

prior to inclusion in the proceedings. 

2. QUALITY CRITERIA 

Reviewers were instructed to evaluate submissions exclusively on the basis of their 

academic merit, using clearly defined criteria aligned with the scope of the conference. 

The most important dimension was the pertinence of the article’s content to the confer-

ence themes, followed by the demonstration of originality, novelty, and timeliness of 

the research. Equal emphasis was placed on the soundness of the methodology, anal-

yses, and results, as well as on the respect of ethical standards and codes of conduct 

relevant to the field. Finally, clarity, cohesion, and accuracy in the use of language, 

figures, and tables were considered essential for ensuring high-quality scholarly com-

munication. To safeguard academic integrity, all manuscripts were systematically 

screened for textual overlap using plagiarism detection software, and any submissions 

with significant similarity were investigated further. Additional measures included 

cross-checking references for accuracy, monitoring for redundant publication, and re-

quiring authors to submit originality declarations. These efforts collectively ensured 

that the published proceedings meet rigorous scholarly and ethical standards. 

3. KEY METRICS 

Total submissions 250 

Number of articles sent for peer review 135 

Number of accepted articles 43 

Acceptance rate 17.2% 

Number of reviewers 20 

4. COMPETING INTERESTS 

Neither the Editor-in-Chief nor any member of the Scientific Committee has sub-

mitted a paper to these proceedings, and therefore none of them declare any competing 

interests. All editorial and review decisions were made independently and solely on the 

basis of academic merit, ensuring the integrity and objectivity of the process.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.] 
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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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