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

on Multi-disciplinary Academic Research 2025 (ICAR2025) - Advances in Humanities, Educa-

tion, Teaching, Learning & Arts during 29-30 September 2025 in Kuala Lumpur Malaysia. These 

articles have been peer reviewed by the members of the Technical Committee 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. Each submission was examined by two reviewer(s) 

independently.  

The conference submission management system was ConfBay 

All submissions were first screened for generic quality and suitability. Prior to the con-

ference, authors were required to submit their manuscripts via the ConfBay system, 

after which each paper was assigned to anonymous reviewers based on their subject-

matter expertise, with due consideration given to potential conflicts of interest. Follow-

ing the initial peer-review process, authors were requested to revise their manuscripts 

in response to reviewers’ comments. Revised papers underwent a final review by anon-

ymous reviewers to verify compliance with academic standards, including content qual-

ity, formatting, referencing, and overall presentation. 

A manuscript was considered for acceptance only upon receiving favourable recom-

mendations from the reviewers. Authors of rejected submissions were given the oppor-

tunity to revise and resubmit after addressing the reviewers’ comments. The acceptance 

or rejection of a revised manuscript was final. 
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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 Relevance and originality, alignment with the conference scope, originality, nov-

elty and contribution to the field. Pertinence of the article’s content to the scope 

and themes of the conference; 

. 

2 Methodological rigor, soundness and transparency of research design, methods, 

analysis and results; 

. 

3 Ethical compliance, adherence to ethical standards and accepted academic prac-

tices; 

. 

4 Quality of presentation, clarity of language, coherence of structure and accuracy 

of figures, tables and references; 

. 

In addition to peer review, all manuscripts underwent an editorial screening process. 

The editorial team reviewed the overall content and conducted similarity checks to 

identify textual overlap. Where similarity levels exceed acceptable limits, authors were 

required to revised their manuscripts to reduce similarity to below 20% before final 

acceptance. 

3. KEY METRICS 

Total submissions 40 

Number of articles sent for peer review 30 

Number of accepted articles 21 

Acceptance rate 52.5% 

Number of reviewers 29 

A total of 40 manuscripts were submitted to the conference. Following an initial 

editorial screening, 30 articles were deemed suitable and forwarded for peer review. 

After completion of the review and revision processes, 21 articles were accepted for 

publication. This results in an acceptance rate of 52.5%, calculated as the number of 

accepted articles divided by the total number of submissions. The peer-review process 

was supported by 29 reviewers, selected based on their subject expertise and availabil-

ity. 
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4. COMPETING INTERESTS 

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

any competing interest. 

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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