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record, for having processes in place to assure the quality of the material they publish and for precluding
business needs from compromising intellectual and ethical standards.
The editors at any time evaluate manuscripts for their intellectual content without regard to the nature of the
authors or the host institution including race, gender, sexual orientation, religious belief, ethnic origin,
citizenship, or political philosophy of the authors.
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The reviewers of Proceedings of FOODBALT assist the editors in taking the decision of publishing a submitted
manuscript. By formulating suggestions to the authors, the reviewers can contribute to the improvement of
submitted works.
Any manuscripts received for review must be treated as confidential documents. They must not be shown to
or discussed with others except as authorized by the editor.
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The authors ensure that they have submitted original works, and if the authors have used the work and/or
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resubmit the article.
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When an author discovers error or inaccuracy in his/her own published work, it is the author’s obligation to
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