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* PC setup -> Abstract submission /_5 ( 0 4
» Bidding/Conflicts of Interests -> Full-paper submission
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Review Assignments /Review-work-

¢ Review submission

Vlﬂf J

* PC discussion (together) -5 Author notification
* PC is done, hand publication process to publisher -> Camera-ready submission

* Publisher processes submissions, provides publications
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.5 Review Structure

~=> 1. Summarize paper
—3 2. Explain contribution s Tro -
> 3. Evaluate in detail ~

o~
1. List strong points (pi(.)_s) and weak points (cgs) (.\:I-b .

2. Evaluate criteria (may be given by conference):

-
-

* Soundness (research methods) | hewnskes ,
* Significance (scope, importance) Cx pn—t L e £,
— Vﬁllldl-' { kol
. No@ty (related work) d ° °\6 Covmefuess )

* Verifiability (reErodumblhty)
~— * Presentation (understandability, structure, figures, form)
~=> 4. Add comments for the authors
’ 1. Spelling, typos (not your job, though)
2. Improvements (how to proceed with project, where to publish better, restructure, RQs)
— — ——— —~—

5. Add confidential comments for the PC (plagiarism, opinion, explanations that authors shouldn’t see)

S

Common scores in review:

* Acceptance:
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What if reVi'e_v_v_as_s_ignment does not fit? a ( Koo )

»ﬂ/
¢ PC chair has to find more reviewers ?Q, v l' Cw "> ’.S a.llb e 0! . ce.( ) 7"“

* Journal editor has to find fitting reviewers
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* Positive language < v 25y
¢ Constructive -~ _ g _ ? L
¢ Honest &
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¢ Reviews are sent to authors S é‘:j‘ r
™ o Ve s/
 Authors get short deadline to answer the reviews =5 G v e
* PC discussion afterwards, only a— ’( & vy (l -~
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https://conf.researchr.org/getimage/icse-2022/orig/ICSE+2022+Review+Process+and+G
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CHAPTER
EIGHT

AUTHORSHIP

Source: IEEE Publication Services and Products Board Operations Manual 2019 (updated: 2021), Section 8.2.1.A
Authorship requires:

* Substantial contribution

« Significant role in the creation of the article

* Responsible for text/claims/data
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