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[Initial letter to reviewers]

	Reg no:


Date:

Dear ………………………………………………………..

The NewBorn Research & Reviews strives, from its very first issue, to occupy a place among the best medical publications in its field. In order to ensure the quality of the papers published in The NewBorn Research & Reviews, the editorial board decided that all manuscripts be remitted to two independent reviewers before publication.

We would be extremely honored if you accepted to become a reviewer for The NewBorn Research & Reviews. Your experience and expertise made us understand that your contribution is essential in order to see relevant scientific papers published in The NewBorn Research & Reviews. We are aware that you have a limited amount of time, but we count on your voluntary contribution to the development of the our scientific publications.

Once the quality of Peer-reviewer accepted, the reviewer commits to analyze at least 4 manuscripts per year. The response time for a manuscript review solicitation from the editor should not exceed 3 weeks for any of the peer-review activities (initial assessment, reviewed manuscript assessment). The editor commits to publishing the complete list of confirmed peer-reviewers (official site included), and to issue a confirmation certificate of this quality respectively.

The course of the manuscripts is decided taking into consideration the comments and the decisions of the reviewers. The decisions shall take four forms:

· ab initio rejection, by the editor, without remittance to the reviewers (in case of significant editing/content errors).

· acceptance without changes by the reviewers.
· acceptance, with minor changes, of the manuscript, by the reviewers.

· acceptance, with major changes, of the manuscript, by the reviewers.

The decision will be announced to the correspondence author in a strictly anonymous form. In case there are divergent opinions among the reviewers regarding the inclusion of the manuscript in one of the above-mentioned categories, the editor will formulate a short statement preceding the reviewers' comments on the manuscript which is close to the most specific analysis of the reviewers.

During the peer-review process, the peer-reviewers will assess the elements from the Evaluation Protocol table that make a manuscript from the original article category to be suitable for publication:

	1
	Original character of the investigation 
	20 points

	2
	Scientific status
	15 points

	3
	Applicability in current clinical practice
	15 points

	4
	Quality of the study design
	10 points

	5
	Quality of results formulation
	10 points

	6
	Clarity and depth of discussions 
	10 points

	7
	Clarity of conclusions 
	10 points

	8
	Accuracy and current status of citations and references
	5 points

	9
	Quality of overall style 
	5 points


The articles with a theoretical character (general papers, editorials and comments) will be assessed according to the following table, with an emphasis on the capacity of synthesis and comprehensiveness of the information most relevant from literature. (The suggestions for completion of references will be made with full citations of the articles.)
	1
	Current character of the scientific setting 
	10 points

	2
	Overall description of the issue – clarity of style
	20 points

	3
	Differences with what is currently considered classical 
	10 points

	4
	Comments on clinical applicability and new perspectives 
	20 points

	5
	Quality of style for the readers who are not specialists in that domain 
	20 points

	6
	Quality and accuracy of references 
	10 points

	7
	Quality and coherence 
	10 points


According to these tables which represent the Evaluation Protocol, the manuscripts will be scored with a maximum of 100 points. A score < 50 will lead to rejection and a score >70 will recommend it for publication.

The peer-reviewers' comments must be precise, accurate, clear and they will neither discredit nor be ironic. Generally, unsustainable statements should be avoided. In exchange, use examples from the text and make clear suggestions in order to improve the paper.

Note: Details regarding editorial process – https://MedScience.Center/NEWBORN 
Sincerely yours,

................................................................................. ,
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