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PaameTka peueH3uMi Npou3BOAUTCA B COOTBETCTBMM C LWwabnoHoMm (Review annotation
example.xlsx).
HasHadeHne KonoHokK LwabnoHa:

Side: ctopoHa peueH3npoBaHus (ABTop NMMbo oauH U3 peueH3eHTOB), KOTOPOW
NPUHaONEXNT TEKYLLMA apryMEHT.

Opponent: cTopoHa peLeH3npoBaHNA, KOTOPON aapecoBaH TEKYLLUNA apryMeHT.
Round: atan peueH3MpoBaHus, yBenmuneaeTcsa Ha 1 ¢ KaxgblM OTBETOM MeXay
OLHUMM M TEMMU e CTOPOHaAMM.

Number: Homep TekyLlero aprymeHTa, yH1KaneH B npegenax AByx CTOPOH M aTana
peueH3poBaHus.

Attacks: HoOmMep aprymeHTa npeablayLwiero atana, Ha KoTopbli HanpaBfieH TEeKYLLUN
aprymeHT, 0 - ecnv KpUTUKYETCS CTaTbs LIENTUKOM.

Text: TEKCT TEKyLLEero aprymeHTa.

MosicHeHus K npoueccy pa3MeTKu:

B TekcTe peuLeH3un MoryT ObiTb pasnuyHble KOMMEHTapuu, KoTopble He TpebytoT
oTBETa OT ONMOHeHTa. Takne cparMeHTbl pasmeyaTb He HyxHo. Hanpumep, kak
npasuno, nepebii ab3al, COAEPXWUT KpaTKUA nepeckas crtaTbl U He COoaepXuT
BOMPOCOB WU 3aMeYaHui.

Round 1: Reviewer I Report and Author Response

This paper utilizes the Conflicting Incentives Risk Analysis (CIRA) to examine the problem of
authors attempting to circumvent peer-review processes at journals by falsifying identities to serve as
their own reviewers. The topic 1s current and interesting, in particular to an academic audience given the

recent media attention to scandals and retractions at academic journals.

My principle concern 1s with the logical construction of the paper. The authors claim in their abstract
that the main contribution of this work is knowledge about the CIRA method as an approach to map risk
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