Hakemlik ve Degerlendirme Siiregleri
Korleme Yontemi

Archivum Anatolicum-Anadolu Arsivleri Dergisi (ArAn)’nde, biitiin
makalelerin hakem degerlendirme siirecinde, makalelerin yazar ve hakem
bilgilerinin gizlendigi karsilikli ¢ift korleme hakemlik degerlendirmesi
uygulanmaktadir.

On Degerlendirme Siireci

Archivum Anatolicum-Anadolu Arsivleri Dergisi (ArAn)’ne gonderilen
makaleler, ilk olarak Editor ve Yaym Kurulu tarafindan degerlendirilir.
Derginin amag ve kapsamina, dergide kabul edilen dillerin yazim ve anlatim
kurallarina uymayan, 06zgiin olmadigi anlasilan ve yayin kurallarina
uymayan makaleler dis hakeme gonderilmeden reddedilir. Editor, bu durum
hakkinda makalenin yazar(lar)ina, makalenin dergiye teslim tarihinden
itibaren en ge¢ iki hafta igerisinde bilgi verir. Editor ve Yayin Kurulu
tarafindan uygun bulunan makalelerin hakem siireci baslatilir.

Hakem Belirleme Siireci

Makaleler, konu ve igerik bakimindan ilgili uzmanlara hakemlik
degerlendirmesi i¢in gonderilir. Makalenin 6n degerlendirmesini yapan
Yayin Kurulu tyesi, Archivum Anatolicum-Anadolu Arsivleri Dergisi
(ArAn)’nin hakem havuzundaki uzmanlardan ilgili ikisini hakem olarak
onerir ya da makalenin konusuyla ilgili yeni hakem/hakemler Onerebilir.
Sorumlu Yaym Kurulu {iyesinden gelen hakem onerileri degerlendirilir ve
uygun bulunmasi halinde makaleler hakemlere go6nderilir. Hakemlik
yapmayt kabul eden uzmanlar degerlendirdikleri makaleler hakkindaki
stire¢, bilgi ve belgeyi iiglincii kisi ya da kuruluslarla paylagsmayacaklarini
taahhiit ederler.

Hakem Degerlendirme Siireci

Hakemlik yapmay1 kabul eden uzmanlara degerlendirme siiresi olarak 21
giin siire taninir. Hakemlerden gelen diizeltme Onerileri dogrultusunda,



yazarlarin gerekli diizeltme ve diizenlemelerini 21 giin igerisinde
tamamlamalar1 gerekir. Hakemler, degerlendirdikleri makaleler i¢in en fazla
iki diizeltme Onerebilirler. Hakemler, makalenin diizeltilmis halini
inceleyerek, “yayilanabilir” veya “yaymlanamaz” karar1 verirler.

Degerlendirme Sonucu

Hakemlerden gelen goriis ve Onerileri, ¢alismadan sorumlu Yayin Kurulu
iiyesi en ge¢ iki hafta igerisinde inceler ve makale hakkindaki kendi
goriisiini Editore iletir.

Editor Karanr

Editor; hakemler ve sorumlu Yayin Kurulu {iyesinin “yayinlanabilir” goriisii
verdigi makalelerle ilgili son karari, iThenticate denetim uygulamasi
iizerinden alinan intihal raporlarinin sonuglarina gore verir. “Yayinlanamaz”
gortisii verilen makaleler, intihal denetimi yapilmadan yazarlarina iade edilir.
Yayinlanmast uygun bulunan makalelerin yazarlari, yayim asamasindan
once Dergimizle ilgili “Telif Hakki Devir Formu”nu doldurarak Editor’e
iletmek zorundadirlar.



Peer Review Process
Blind Review

A double blind review process is being implemented to all manuscripts
which submitted to the Archivum Anatolicum-Anatolian Archives. In this
process, the identity of the author(s) and the reviewers are not revealed.

The Process of Pre-Evaluation

The Editor(s) and the Advisory Board of the Archivum Anatolicum-
Anatolian Archives assess initially the manuscripts submitted to the Journal.
Manuscripts that do not comply with the goals and scope of the journal, that
are not written in accordance with the grammatical structures of the
languages (Turkish, English, German and Italian) accepted in the Journal,
that are not original, or that are not meet the publishing policies are refused
without sending to the external reviewers. In this case, the Editor informs the
writer(s) of the related manuscript within 2 weeks at the latest following the
submission date. For the manuscripts accepted for publication the peer
review process begins.

The Reviewer Assignment Process

The approved manuscripts are sent to the reviewers that are assigned for
their relevant fields with the subject and concept of the related manuscript.
The member of the Editorial Board who preestimates the manuscript may
suggests at least two reviewers in according with their fields of expertise
from the reviewer pool of Archivum Anatolicum-Anatolian Archives, or
may recommends new reviewer(s) that are outside of the pool but related to
the area of the manuscript’s subject. The reviewer suggestions of the
Editorial Board member in charge are evaluated by the Editor and in the case
of approval the manuscript is delivered to the reviewers. The experts that
accept to be a reviewer guaranty not to share the process and information,
and documents regarding the manuscripts with the third parties and
organizations.



The Review Process

The reviewers must send their reports at least 21 days after receiving the
manuscripts. The authors are given 21 days for performing the necessary
corrections and rearrangements in accordance with the suggestions of the
reviewers. Reviewers may suggest at most two rounds of revision for the
same manuscript. Reviewers evaluate the revised version of the manuscript
and give their final decision as “issuable” or “not issuable”.

The Result of the Review

The member of the Editorial Board who is responsible for the manuscript
evaluates the reports of the reviewers within two weeks at most and forwards
his or her decision about the manuscript to the Editor.

Editor’s Decision

If a manuscript is accepted for publication by the reviewers and the editorial
board the Editor give a final decision on the manuscript according to the
results of plagiarism detection reports for which the iThenticate software is
used. “Not issuable” or “rejected” manuscripts returned to their authors
without being subjected to plagiarism detection. Authors of the accepted
manuscripts must fill and sign the waiver or “the Copyright Transfer Form”
before the publication stage and send it to the Editor.



