DESCRIEREA PROCEDURII DE RECENZARE

a manuscriselor prezentate pentru publicare in revista
Journal of Research on Trade, Management and Economic Development (JRTMED) /
Revista de Cercetari in Comer{, Management si Dezvoltare Economica (RCCMDE)

PROCEDURA DE RECENZARE

Procedura de recenzare a articolelor stiintifice, prezentate de autori pentru publicare in
Journal of Research on Trade, Management and Economic Development / Revista de Cercetari
in Comert, Management si Dezvoltare Economica, este aprobatd de Senatul Universitatii
Cooperatist-Comerciale din Moldova.

Articolul prezentat pentru publicare urmeaza procesul de recenzare organizat in doua
etape de evaluare de:

1) redactorii Consiliului Editorial;
2) doi recenzenti din tara si/sau din strainatate, competenti in materia
cercetarii.

Evaluarea manuscriselor se efectueaza pe baza de anonimat fara identificarea
autorului/autorilor. La ambele etape de evaluare recomandarile si observatiile recenzentilor sunt
aduse la cunostinta autorului/autorilor cu scopul imbunatatirii calitatii publicatiei.

Manuscrisul respins la prima etapa de evaluare este directionat pentru recenzare
repetata unui specialist in materie (profesor universitar, conferentiar universitar) din cadrul
Universitatii Cooperatist-Comerciale din Moldova.

Doar dupa acceptarea articolului la prima etapa, manuscrisul poate fi trimis pentru
evaluare catre doi recenzenti din tara si/sau din strainatate (profesor universitar, conferentiar
universitar).

Manuscrisul poate fi:

1. Acceptat in forma initiala;

2. Acceptat cu modificari minore;

3. Acceptat cu modificari substantiale;
4. Respins.

Articolul acceptat de recenzent cu conditia modificarilor substantiale este reexaminat de
acelasi specialist in materie stiintifica pentru supravegherea conformarii recomandarilor,
inlaturarii necorespunderilor si imbunatatirii calitatii operei intelectuale a autorului.

in conditia in care exista discrepante majore intre opiniile recenzentilor la etapa a doua
a procedurii de recenzare, lucrarea este trimisa unui tert referent.

Manuscrisul respins la a doua etapa a procedurii de recenzare poate fi prezentat de
autor Th mod repetat doar dupa o transformare fundamentala a articolului.

Decizia finala privind publicarea articolelor in numarul curent al revistei se adopta in
regim de consultare a membrilor Consiliului Editorial si examinare a recomandarilor
recenzentilor la ambele etape de recenzare.

DESCRIEREA PROCEDURII DE RECENZARE
a manuscriselor prezentate de autori pentru publicare in
Journal of Research on Trade, Management and Economic Development (JRTMED) /
Revista de Cercetari in Comer{, Management si Dezvoltare Economica (RCCMDE)

Procesul de recenzare
(http://jrtmed.uccm.md/index.php/ro/recomandari-pentru-autori)

Fiecare lucrare va fi recenzata de editor pentru a determina daca sunt indeplinite
criteriile descrise n ,Instructiuni pentru autori” i ,Model” propuse de editorul Revistei JRTMED /
RCCMDE.

Se completeaza formularul redactiei (Anexa 1).

Daca articolul indeplineste aceste conditii, va fi trimis la cel putin doi recenzori pentru a fi
evaluat. In cadrul procesului de recenzare vor fi analizate urmatoarele aspecte:



e corelarea temei lucrérii cu directiile prioritare de cercetare-dezvoltare si cu tendintele
stiintei mondiale;

o articolul prezinta idei inovative, concepte sau rezultate care contribuie semnificativ la
extinderea ariei de cunoastere;

e continutul articolului este organizat logic si prezentat intr-o forma clara si accesibila;

o rezultatele analizate au implicatii practice.

Recenzorii efectueaza evaluarea articolului in formularul recenzorului (Anexa 2).

Pe baza recomandarilor recenzorilor si a consultarii membrilor Consiliului Editorial,
manuscrisul va fi: Acceptat; Respins; Recomandat spre revizuire.

REVIEW PROCESS

The review process of scientific articles submitted by authors for publication in the
Journal of Research on Trade, Management and Economic Development was approved by the
Senate of the Trade Cooperative University of Moldova.

The article submitted for publication follows peer-review process organized in two stages
of assessment:

1. editors of the Editorial Board;
2. two reviewers from home and/or abroad with competence in the field of
research.

Manuscript assessment is carried out on an anonymous basis without identifying
the author/authors.

At both stages of reviewing process the recommendations and comments of reviewers
are made known to the author/authors in order to improve the quality of the publication.

The manuscript, rejected at the first stage of evaluation, is forwarded for repeated review
to an expert in the field (professor, associate professor) from the Trade Cooperative University
of Moldova.

Only after acceptance of article at first stage, the manuscript can be sent for evaluation
by two reviewers from home and/or abroad (professor, associate professor).

The manuscript can be:

1. Accepted in its original form;

2. Accepted with minor changes;

3. Accepted with substantial changes;
4. Rejected.

The Article accepted by the reviewer on condition of making substantial changes can be
re-evaluated by the same expert in the scientific field for compliance to
recommendations, elimination of inadequacies and improvement of the quality of intellectual
work of the author.

In the situation where there are major discrepancies between the opinions of reviewers
at the second stage of the review process, the article is sent to a third reviewer.

The manuscript rejected at the second stage of the review process can be presented by
the author repeatedly only after a fundamental transformation of the article.

The final decision on the publication of articles in the current issue of the journal shall
be adopted under the advisory of the Editorial Board members and consideration of
reviewers’ recommendations from both phases of the review process.

DESCRIPTION OF REVIEW PROCESS
Of papers submitted by authors for publication in the
Journal of Research on Trade, Management and Economic Development (JRTMED) /
Revista de Cercetari in Comert, Management si Dezvoltare Economica (RCCMDE)

Review Process
(http://jrtmed.uccm.md/index.php/en/submissions)
Each paper is reviewed by the editor in order to determine if it fits the criteria described
in JRTMED'’s “Instructions for authors” and “Template”.



If the article meets these conditions, afterwards it is sent to at least two independent
reviewers for assessment. They will analyse the following aspects:
correlation of the paper subject with the priority directions of research - development,

and with the tendencies of world science;

the article presents innovative ideas, concepts or results that make a significant

contribution to the field of knowledge;

the content of the article is logically organized and presented in a clear and readable

form;
the analysed results have practical implications.

Based on reviewers recommendations, as well as on consultation between Editorial
Board members, the editor decides whether the paper is: Accepted; Rejected or Requires

review.
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Anexa/Annex 1

Colegiul de redactie
FORMULAR DE EVALUARE

Denumirea publicatiei

Tipul publicatiei scientific
Codul de clasificare
Numarul de identificare a publicatiei 20XX-X

Evaluare: Evaluati aspectele lucrarii cu note de la 1 (min) la 5 (max) sau confirmati prezenta

elementelor.
No Aspectul Evaluarea
1. Acrticolul corespunde politicii editoriale a revistei
2. Lucrarea prezinta o cercetare originala, contine noutate stiintifica si
aplicabilitate practica
3. Evaluarea calitativa a articolului
3.1. | Titlul corespunde conceptual mesajului stiintific abordat in articol, este
clar, corect, complet
Rezumatul
3.2.1. | Rezumatul contine 150-200 de cuvinte
3.2.2. | Continutul rezumatului redd esenta cercetarii stiintifice si corespunde
cerintelor Modelului aprobat de Colegiul de redactie al revistei
3.2.3. | Prezenta rezumatului si calitatea prezentarii
Limba engleza
Limba romdana
Limba rusa
3.3. | Prezenta cuvintelor-cheie (4-6) si calitatea prezentarii
Limba engleza




Limba romdna

Limba rusa

3.4. | Structura lucririi corespunde Modelului aprobat de Colegiul de redactie
al revistei

Lipsesc compartimentele
obligatorii (enumerati)

Necesita perfectionare
compartimentele (enumerati)

3.5. | Continutul articolului este logic, materialul este prezentat coerent, intr-o
formd clard si accesibilda. Limbajul autorului este stiintific, academic,
inteles, lipsesc erori gramaticale.

3.6. Traducerea articolului este calitativa

3.7. | Bibliografia

3.7.1. | Bibliografia este perfectata conform Modelului aprobat de Colegiul de
redactie al revistei

3.7.2. | Sunt folosite surse recente

3.7.3. | Toate sursele indicate sunt oglindite Tn text

3.8. Calitatea materialului ilustrativ

Critici si comentarii asupra articolului

Sugestii pentru imbunétitire, perfectionare

Recomandarea pentru publicare

A. Atrticolul se accepta in forma initiala si se trimite recenzentilor externi

B. Articolul se accepta cu modificari minore si se trimite recenzentilor externi

C. Articolul se accepta cu modificari substantiale si cere examinare dupa
modificare

D. Articolul este respins

Recenzent

Numele recenzentului
Titlul stiintific

Semnatura

Data




Anexa/Annex 2
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FORMULAR DE EVALUARE / EVALUATION FORM / ®OPMA PELLIEH3UU

Denumirea publicatiei
Paper Title
Haspanne nmybnukanuu

Tipul publicatiei / Paper Type / Bun myoaukamnuu articol stiintific/
scientific article/
Hay4dHas CTaTbs

Codul de clasificare JEL / JEL classification / Kox kiaccubukarmm
JEL

Numarul de identificare a publicatiei / Paper ID / 20XX-X
W et uKaMOHHBIA HOMEp MyOJIMKaIiK

Evaluare: Va rugam sa apreciati publicatia potrivit criteriilor urmatoare, indicind nota in caseta
corespunzatoare fiecarui criteriu, tinind cont de faptul cd 1 este cea mai mica nota si 5 este cea
mai mare.

Assessment: Please apreciate the article according the following criteries, placing the note in
suitable box for every criterion, where minor mark is 1 and the highest mark is 5 (where 1 is the
lowest mark and 5 is the highes.

Ounenka: [loxanyiicta, OLIEHUTE CTAaThIO MO CIEAYIOIIMM KPUTEPHUSM, yKa3aB OLIEHKY OT 1
(camoit HU3KOI) 10 5 (caMO¥ BBICOKO#T) B COOTBETCTBYIOIIEM TOJIE KPUTEPHSI.

Neo Aspectul Evaluarea
The Aspect Evaluation
Acmekt Onenka

4. | Titlul este clar si reflecta obiectul de studiu.
The title is clear and reflects the object of study.
Hazanue nmyOiukauy MOHSITHO U COOTBETCTBYET MPEIMETY MCCIIEIOBAHUS.

5. | Tema lucrarii coreleaza cu directiile prioritare de cercetare-dezvoltare si cu
tendintele stiintei mondiale.

The theme correlate with priority directions of the research and
development and world science trends.

Tematuka paboOThl COOTBETCTBYET NPUOPUTETHBIM HAIPAaBICHUAM U
MHPOBBIM TCHACHIHAM B O6J'IaCTI/I HAayKH.

6. | Rezumatul sintetizeaza clar continutul articolului.
The abstract synthesizes well the content of the article
3axiroueHre IpeCTaBIsIeT MOHITHOE 0000IIeHHE COIeP KaHUs CTaThH.

7. | Introducerea prezinta relevanta articolului in cadrul domeniului stiintific
specific.



http://aspirans.com/nauchnye-publikatsii-zhurnaly-vak

The introduction presents the relevance of the article for the given field.

BBenenue BeipakaeT 3HAUMMOCTh CTaThU B COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH 00JIaCTH
HAYKH.

8. | Articolul contine o relevantd trecere in revista a studiilor anterioare in
domeniu.

The article contains a good overview on the previous studies from the same
domain.

Cratpsa COACPIKUT 0630p IMPOBCACHHBIX I/ICCJ'ICI[OBaHI/Iﬁ B COOTBCTCTBYIOHleI;'I
obJyactu.

9. | Metodologia utilizata este prezentata coerent.

The methodology in use is coherently presented.
HCHOHBSyeMaH MCTOHOJIOTHA MPCACTABJIICHA MMOCICA0BATCIIBHO U JIOTHUYHO.

10. | Sursa documentelor folosite este de incredere (acte normative legislative,
baze de date oficiale, mostre reprezentative etc.).

The source of the database is reliable (legislative acts, official databases,
representative samples etc.)

Hcnonp30BaHHBI  UCTOYHUK JIOKYMEHTOB  HAJEXHbIH (HOpPMaTUBHO-
3aKOHOAAaTCIbHBIC AKTHhI, 0(1)I/II_[I/IaJ'ILHBIe 0asbl JaHHBIX, O6pa3I_IBI, HpO6BI u
Ap.)

11. | Contributia stiintificd a lucrdrii este originald. Articolul prezintd idei
inovative, concepte sau rezultate care contribuie semnificativ la
extinderea ariei de cunoastere.

The scientific contribution of the paper is original for the economic theory
or practice. The article presents innovative ideas, concepts or results that
make a significant contribution to the field of knowledge.

Hayunbiii Bknag pabotsl opurnHaneH. CtaThsl BKIIOYAET WHHOBAIL[MOHHBIE
HUJICH, KOHLCIINNUU WU PE3YJIbTAThI, KOTOPBIC BHOCAT 3HAYUTEIbHBIN BKJIaJd B
pacnpoCTpaHEHUU 3HAHUM.

12. | Rezultatele analizate au implicatii practice.

The analysed results have practical implications.
HonyquHHe PE3YJIbTATHI UMCIOT IMPAKTUYCCKOC 3HAUCHHUC.

13. | Concluziile rezuma in mod clar rezultatele si consecintele.

The conclusions summarize clearly the results and the consequences.
BLIBO,Z[BI BBIPAXKAKOT TOYHO UW TIOHATHO PE3YyJbTAaTbl MW IOCICACTBUA
HUCCJICAOBaHUS.

14. | Bibliografia este recenta si selectatd adecvat.

Recent and well chosen (suitable) bibliography.
Criucok JuTeparyphl akTyasieH U BhIOpaH aJIeKBaTHO.
15. | Continutul articolului este organizat logic si prezentat intr-o forma clara si

accesibila. Vocabularul utilizat este de nivel academic, fara incoerente si
greseli gramaticale.

The content of the article is logically organized and presented in a clear and
readable form. The vocabulary used is academic, without incoherencies or
grammar mistakes.

CopnepxaHue CTaTbU BBICTPOEHO JIOTUYHO WM MPEACTABIECHO B JOCTYIHOW U
NoHATHOM  ¢opme.  Mcmonb3yemblii  ciioBapb  akajeMuyeH,  0e3
HECOOTBETCTBHM U TPAMMATHYECKUX OIIUOOK.




Critici si comentarii asupra articolului / Critics and comments on the article / Kputuka n
KOMMEHTAPHH IO CTAThe

Sugestii pentru imbunatatire, perfectionare / Suggestions for improvement / Ilpenso:xenus
JUTSI yCOBEPIIEHCTBOBAHMSA

Recomandarea pentru publicare / The recommendation for publication / Pekomenganusi k
Ony0JTUKOBAHUIO

E. Acceptat in forma initiala / Accepted in the initial form / Ilpunsate B
nepBOHaYaJIbHOM hopme

F.Acceptat cu modificari minore / Accepted with minor modifications / [TpunsTs ¢
HE3HAYUTEILHBIMA N3MEHECHHSIMU

G. Acceptat cu modificari substantiale / Accepted with substantial modifications /
HpI/IHHTI) C 3BHAYUTCIIBHBIMHU NU3MCHCHUSIMU

H. Respins / Rejected / OTki0HUTD

Recenzent /Reviewer /Peuen3eHnTt

Numele recenzentului / Reviewer Name
®. 1. O. penenszenTa

Afilierea (Institutia, Tara) / Affiliation
(Institution, Country) / Mecto paboTsI
(Yupexnenue, CtpaHa)

E-Mail

Data / [lara




