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Dear Ms./Mr.………………………………………………………..
  Musicology Today, Journal of the National University of Music Bucharest wishes to correspond to an international publication standards from the very first issues.In order to do that, the editorial commitee has decided that all submitted manuscripts should be peer- reviewed by two independent reviewers. 

It would be a great honour  if you accepted to collaborate with our institution for peer-reviewing  the manuscripts submitted to our office. Your great proffesional competence and expertize made us to considerate your contribution essential for publishing highly scientific standard articles in Musicology Today. 

Once the peer reviewer position has been accepted, the reviewer  engages to analyse at least three manuscripts per year. The answering time for a request from the editor to analyse a manuscript shouldn’t be longer than two weeks for any of the peer-review levels (initial review,revised manuscript’s review). The editorial office must  publish the  full list of the peer-reviewers (including the  official site).
The four forms of decision regarding the manuscripts are as follows:
· The ab initio rejection by the editors, without submitting it to the reviewers (if the manuscripts has serios contents errors or editing errors),

· Acceptance without ammendments by the reviewers,
· Virtual acceptance, with minor modifications of the manuscript by the reviewers
· Acceptance with major modifications of the manuscript by the reviewers.
The decision will be communicated to the author in strictly anonymously form. If there are disagreements between the reviewers regarding the clasification of a manuscript in one of the last three categories above, the Editor in Chief will present his /her brief comment,presenting an opinion that should be close to the one expressed by the reviewer wich has the strongest expertise in the manuscript’s analysis. 
During the peer-review process the reviewers will assess the items shown in the Assessement Protocol in order to select a manuscript for publishing:
	1
	The originality of the research
	0-30 points

	2
	The capacity to syntesise from the existing researches
	0-20 points

	3
	The clarity and profundity of the arguments
	0-10 points

	4
	The quality of expressing personal opinions
	0-10 points

	5
	The clarity of the conclusions
	0-10 points

	6
	The accuracy and actuality of the acknowledgements
	0-10 points

	7
	The quality of editing the manuscript in general
	0-10 points


Based on these tables which compose the Assessement Protocol, the manuscripts will  receive a score of  maximum 100  points. A score under 50 means rejection  whereas a score of over 70 will label the article as good to be selected for publishing.
The peer-reviewers comments should be expressed clearly, in conformity with the topic/subject,frank but without  discrediting the author(s). General or unsustainable statements should be avoided; in exchange examples from the text should be given and concrete  suggestions to improve the manuscript should be made.
Note: The detailed editor’s regulations can be found at www.unmb.ro 
With kindest regards,
................................................................................. , 

Editor in Chief of Musicology Today
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