What Is Peer Review?

Peer review is a critical component of scholarly publishing in which independent experts evaluate
a manuscript's scientific quality, originality, methodological rigor, relevance, and contribution to
knowledge before it is considered for publication. At the Blue Nile Journal of Agricultural
Research (BNJAR), peer review supports the integrity, reliability, and quality of the scholarly
record. It provides authors with constructive expert feedback that can help strengthen the
methodology, analysis, interpretation, clarity, and presentation of their research.

Peer review is not intended merely to determine whether a manuscript should be published. It is
also an important mechanism for improving the quality and scientific value of research through
constructive and objective scholarly assessment. BNJAR follows a structured editorial and peer-
review process designed to ensure that manuscripts are assessed fairly and appropriately.

The BNJAR Peer-Review Process
1. Manuscript Submission

The corresponding author submits the manuscript through the BNJAR online submission system,
together with all required files and information.

Depending on the nature of the manuscript, the submission may include:

e The main manuscript;

o Tables and figures;

e Supplementary materials;

« Data or supporting information, where applicable;

o Cover letter, where required;

« Author contribution information;

e Funding and conflict-of-interest declarations;

« Ethical approval information, where applicable; and
e ORCID iDs and other required author information.

Authors should ensure that the submission complies with the BNJAR Author Guidelines before
completing the submission.

2. Initial Editorial Screening
Following submission, the editorial office conducts an initial quality and compliance check.
This screening may consider:

e Whether the manuscript falls within the scope and coverage of BNJAR;

o Compliance with the journal's Author Guidelines;

e Completeness of the submission;
« Basic scientific and methodological suitability;



o Authorship and contribution information;

« Ethical requirements;

o Conflict-of-interest and funding disclosures;

o Data availability and research-transparency requirements; and

« Originality and potential plagiarism or inappropriate text-reuse concerns.

Manuscripts that require clarification or correction may be returned to the authors before
proceeding to editorial assessment or peer review.

3. Editorial Assessment

The Editor-in-Chief, or an editor designated by the Editor-in-Chief, evaluates the manuscript to
determine whether it is suitable for further consideration.

The editorial assessment considers factors such as:

e Relevance to BNJAR's scope;

« Scientific quality and originality;

« Significance and potential contribution;

e Appropriateness of the research methodology;
o Clarity of presentation; and

o Overall suitability for peer review.

A manuscript may be declined without external peer review when it falls outside the journal's
scope, does not meet the journal's basic scientific or ethical requirements, or is otherwise
unsuitable for further consideration. Passing the initial editorial assessment does not guarantee
publication.

4. Assignment to a Handling Editor

Where applicable, the Editor-in-Chief assigns the manuscript to an appropriate Handling Editor,
Associate Editor, or Section Editor with relevant subject expertise. The handling editor oversees
the peer-review process and helps ensure that appropriate reviewers are selected and that the
reviewers' comments are evaluated fairly.

5. Selection and Invitation of Reviewers

The handling editor identifies and invites qualified, independent reviewers with appropriate
expertise in the subject area of the manuscript.

Reviewers are selected based on factors such as:

e Relevant scientific expertise;

« Experience in the manuscript's subject area;

o Availability to complete the review within a reasonable period; and
o Absence of conflicts of interest.



BNJAR generally seeks at least two independent peer-review reports, although the number of
reviewers may vary depending on the manuscript, discipline, and circumstances. Potential
reviewers are expected to decline an invitation if they have a conflict of interest or believe that
they cannot provide an impartial assessment.

6. Peer Review
Reviewers critically evaluate the manuscript and provide a detailed report to the editor.
Depending on the nature of the research, reviewers may assess:

« Originality and significance of the research;

o Research objectives and hypotheses;

e Study design and methodology;

o Data quality and analytical approaches;

o Statistical analysis, where applicable;

o Presentation and interpretation of results;

e Relevance and adequacy of the discussion;

o Appropriateness of the conclusions;

e Quality and completeness of references;

« Ethical considerations;

o Data availability and research transparency; and
o Overall contribution to agricultural science and related fields.

Reviewers may recommend acceptance, revision, or rejection, but the final editorial decision rests
with the journal's editorial team.

7. Editorial Evaluation and Decision

After receiving the reviewers' reports, the handling editor evaluates the recommendations and
comments in the context of the manuscript.

Possible editorial decisions include:

e Accept;

e Minor revisions;

e Major revisions;

o Resubmit for further consideration; or
e Reject.

Reviewers' recommendations are important to the editorial decision, but they are advisory rather
than automatically determinative. Editors may seek additional reviews when reviewer
recommendations substantially differ, when important issues remain unresolved, or when further
specialist assessment is necessary.



The final decision is communicated to the corresponding author together with the relevant reviewer
and editorial comments.

8. Revision and Author Response

When revisions are requested, authors should carefully consider all reviewer and editor comments
and submit:

1. A rrevised version of the manuscript; and
2. A point-by-point response explaining how each comment has been addressed.

If the authors disagree with a reviewer comment, they should provide a clear, respectful, and
evidence-based explanation. For manuscripts requiring substantial revision, the revised version
may be returned to the original reviewers for further evaluation. Minor revisions may be assessed
by the handling editor without another external review.

9. Final Editorial Decision

Following completion of the review and revision process, the handling editor makes a
recommendation, and the Editor-in-Chief retains overall responsibility for the final editorial
decision. Acceptance is granted only when the manuscript meets BNJAR's requirements for
scientific quality, originality, relevance, ethical compliance, and publication standards.

10. Production and Publication

Once a manuscript has been formally accepted, it proceeds to the publication-production stage.
The final manuscript is prepared for publication, including editorial and formatting checks.
Authors may be asked to review the final proofs and correct any remaining errors before
publication. Following completion of the publication process, the article is made available through
the BNJAR platform and assigned the appropriate publication metadata and DOI, in accordance
with the journal's publication procedures.

Transparency and Integrity in Peer Review
BNJAR is committed to maintaining a fair, confidential, rigorous, and ethical peer-review process.
To promote trust in scholarly publishing:

e Reviewers are expected to provide objective, constructive, and evidence-based
assessments;

e Reviewers should maintain the confidentiality of manuscripts under review;

e Reviewers must disclose potential conflicts of interest;

o Editors should make decisions independently and fairly;

« Authors are given an opportunity to respond to substantive reviewer comments;

« Editorial decisions are based on the scientific merits and suitability of the manuscript,
rather than personal characteristics or institutional affiliation; and



e The identities of reviewers are kept confidential where the journal's peer-review model
requires reviewer anonymity.

BNJAR may also use appropriate research-integrity and manuscript-screening tools to support the
editorial process, including checks for plagiarism, inappropriate text reuse, and other potential
integrity concerns.

Our Commitment to Authors and Reviewers

BNJAR recognizes peer review as a collaborative scholarly process involving authors, reviewers,
editors, and the editorial office. Our objective is not only to identify manuscripts suitable for
publication, but also to help authors improve the scientific rigor, clarity, transparency, and
reproducibility of their research. Through a fair and constructive peer-review process, BNJAR
seeks to maintain a trusted, high-quality, and internationally accessible scholarly record in
agricultural research.



