
Peer Review Procedure 

 

The „Musicology Papers” journal has been published in a bilingual edition since 2009, 

continuing the scientific tradition of the series of volumes initiated in 1965 by composer 

Sigismund Toduţă, then rector of the „Gheorghe Dima” Conservatory of Music. To maintain 

the high scientific standards of the articles published in the journal over the decades, all 

papers submitted for publication must pass a peer review process. 

 

The evaluation criteria are similar to those applied by prestigious journals at home and 

abroad. Members of the editorial board of the journal in cooperation with the editor-in-chief 

select the papers that fall within the scope of the journal, which are then proposed for review.  

Acceptance for publication of the papers written by doctoral students is subject to the 

recommendation of the student’s doctoral supervisor. 

The review of each manuscript is conducted independently by two reviewers holding the title 

of professor, associate professor or senior researcher 1st and 2nd rank. The selection of 

reviewers is made in accordance with their specialization and the field to which the paper 

submitted for publication is related. The “blind” reviewing process is the guarantee of a fair 

and objective assessment of the manuscripts under review. 

The criteria used by the reviewers in the assessment of the manuscripts are: originality and 

topicality of the theme, thoroughness of the scientific ideas presented in the paper, quality of 

the personal opinions and observance of the page layout instructions for authors. Failure to 

comply with the editorial standards required by the journal leads to the rejection of the 

manuscripts. The review criteria are detailed in the peer-review form. Reviewers may send, 

via the editor-in-chief, recommendations to the authors that they must take into account. The 

paper reviewed by its author will then be returned to the reviewer for a final assessment.  

The scientific review process ends with the decision regarding the publication, communicated 

in writing to the editor-in-chief of the journal, by each reviewer. The duration of the entire 

review process should not exceed 30 days. If the two reviewers disagree, the opinion of a 

third reviewer will be sought, while the final decision will be made by the editorial board at 

the request of the editor-in-chief. The authors will be notified of the final decision. In case of 

rejection of a paper, the reviewers are required to draft a well-substantiated argumentation 

that will be communicated to the author.  

The scheduling of the papers for publication takes into account the established theme of each 

issue. 

 


