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All articles in this volume were presented at the 12th Focus Conference (TFC 2025), 
held from 13 to 15 August 2025 in Durban, South Africa. Each paper underwent peer 
review by members of the Scientific Committee and was approved by the Editor-in-Chief, 
who confirms that this statement accurately describes the conference review process. 

1. Review Procedure 

The review process employed a double-blind model to ensure fairness and scholarly 
integrity. Every submission was independently evaluated by at least two qualified 
reviewers with expertise in the relevant field . Submissions and reviews were managed 
through the Springer Nature Meteor platform. 

All manuscripts were initially screened for alignment with the conference themes and 
overall academic quality. Those meeting these standards were assigned to reviewers 
whose expertise matched the paper's topic. Reviewers assessed each manuscript 
against established criteria and provided detailed reports with recommendations. 

Authors of papers requiring revision were invited to address reviewers' comments and 
resubmit. Final acceptance decisions were based on the reviewers' recommendations 
and the quality of the revised manuscripts. 

Conflicts of interest were rigorously managed by excluding reviewers from evaluating 
submissions involving close collaborators or affiliated institutions. The organising 
committee took deliberate measures to promote fairness and minimise unconscious bias 
throughout the process. 

2. Quality Criteria 

Reviewers evaluated submissions based on academic merit and relevance to the 
conference, guided by the following criteria: 
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Alignment with the conference theme and sub-themes. • 

Originality, conceptual depth, and scholarly contribution. • 

Rigour and appropriateness of research design, methods, and analysis. • 

Adherence to ethical standards in research and publication. • 

Clarity, coherence, and quality of written expression, figures, and tables. • 

All accepted papers were screened for textual overlap to prevent plagiarism and confirm 
content originality. 

3. Key Metrics 
Metric Value 
Total submissions 49 
Articles sent for peer review 49 
Articles accepted for publication 29 
Acceptance rate 59% 
Number of reviewers 67 

4. 4. Competing Interests 

The Editor-in-Chief and all members of the Scientific Committee declare no competing 
interests that could have influenced editorial decisions or the peer-review process. 
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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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