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Wenti Yu Yanjiu Manuscript processing™

1. Wenti Yu Yanjiu will review the paper right after the submission.
2. After the executive editor deletes authors’ information, our editorial board will decide
whether the manuscripts should be distributed for an outside review.
3. If a paper has to be handled by reviewers on the exterior of our editorial board, the
editorial board should turn in a list of recommended reviewers. The executive editor will
invite two reviewers from the list, unsuitable reviewers with a possibility of conflict of
interest will be excluded.
4. Evaluations from outside reviewers will be rated in four degrees: Recommend to Accept;
Minor Revision; Major Revision; Recommend to Reject.
5. Outcome of the evaluations from outside reviewers:

Manuscript Received

v

Log Manuscript

v

Anonymize for Board Review &
Assign Responsible Editor

v
Board and Responsible Editor nominate reviewers
v
Select Reviewers A, B, and 3rd Reviewer (C)
v
Send anonymously to Reviewers A & B
v
Reviewer A 1| Recommend to : . . - :
Minor Revision Major Revision ||Recommend to Reject
Reviewer B ACCGpt
Recommend ||Board Revise— Revise— Revise—
to Accept ||Discussion** Board Discussion** |[Re-review (A) 3rd Reviewer (C)
Minor Revise— Revise— Revise— Revise—
Revision ||Board Discussion** |Board Discussion** ||Re-review (A) 3rd Reviewer (C)
Major Revise— Revise— Revise— Revise—
Revision ||Re-review (B) Re-review (B) Re-review (A & B) |[Re-review (B)
Recommend ||Revise— Revise— Revise— Reiect
to Reject  |[3rd Reviewer (C) ||3rd Reviewer (C) |[Re-review (A) ]

* Any situations not covered in the chart will be discussed and decided by the Editorial Board at the quarterly meeting.
** For papers sent to the Editorial Board for discussion, the Responsible Editor must quality-check the review opinions and review the
overall quality of the revised manuscript.

6. All articles submitted to the editorial board for discussion are anonymized and
photocopied for members before the meeting. Reviewer opinions and author responses
are also anonymized and distributed during the meeting to serve as the basis for
discussion

7. All editors on the editorial board could raise an objection for papers that went through
outside review during the editorial committee, the papers should go through discussion by
the editorial committee.

8. Papers could only be published after being accepted by the editorial committee.




