Peer review
All scientific articles submitted for publications are a subject of obligatory (internal and external) peer-review. The executive secretary of the journal defines whether submitted scientific papers conform with the journals’ profile and meet manuscripts’ specified requirements. Together with the members of the journal’s editorial board the executive secretary decide what specialist will referee the paper. The articles are peer-reviewed by referees among which are scientists not only from Karelian Research Centre of RAS and Petrozavodsk State University but also leading researchers from other cities of Russia. 
The articles are peer-reviewed for a period of 2-3 weeks. Depending on the situation and upon the referee’s request this period can be prolonged. To provide an in-depth and objective assessment review manuscripts are peer-reviewed by two referees. The following guidelines are followed: 
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A review should be signed by a holder of a scientific degree and attested. 
Reviews are done confidentially. The author of the reviewed article enjoys the right to acquaint himself (herself) with the assessment views and opinions of the referee. The name of the referee remains unidentified for the author of the article. 
A referee bears responsibility for the content and quality of the review and is eligible to give one of the three following recommendations: 
1. The article can be recommended for publication without further corrections or with minor emendations
2. The article requires a recurrent review due to serious errors, which should be eliminated by the author 
3. The article is not recommended for publication as it does not conform with the journal’s policy and fails to meet manuscript requirements.
In case the article is not recommended for publication or is sent for a recurrent review a referee is to provide an evolving motivation of his (her) decision. The review is sent to the author by e-mail, fax, or regular mail. 
If a reviewed article requires corrections and emendations, an assessment review is sent to the author so that the mentioned arguments were considered in preparation of a new variant of the article or refuted completed or partially. A refined article is sent for a recurrent review. 
In case the author of the article disagrees with the expert comments he (she) is eligible to argue his (her) position on the problem. A decision on the article publication, a referee change, or involvement of the third referee is made by the Editorial Board of the series. 
If contradictions between an author of the article and a referee are insoluble the editorial board of the journal has the right to submit a disputed article to the third referee. The chief editor renders a final decision in conflict cases.
In case the editorial board of the journal makes a positive decision, the executive secretary informs the author of the article of the estimated date of publication. 
Post-graduate students and aspirants are required to provide a review of their research adviser.
A positive review from a research adviser is not a sufficient warranty for publication. A final decision on the viability of the article’s publication is achieved by the Editorial Board of the series. 
Originals of the peer-reviews are kept by the office of the journal.

