Peer Review Process 
1. Submissions to the Fodder Journal passes through the obligatory peer-review process.

2. Journal team of editors checks the paper composition and arrangement according to the journal requirements and forwards it to the editorial assistant for the first step of reviewing, who verifies its quality and assigns a reviewer – an expert whose area of expertise matches the article. Reviewing is performed by the editorial board, leading specialists in the respective area in Moscow or other cities of Russia.
3. Review process takes around 2 weeks but can be extended, if necessary or at a reviewer request.

4. To get full and efficient evaluation on the article, the criteria for publication are developed to be scored by the reviewers:

1. Results reported are sufficiently original 
2. Research rises to a new level, based on the previous investigations.
3. Research is up-to-date 
4. Goals and objectives are presented in an accurate and clear fashion
5. Methods are appropriate to the objectives defined

6. Materials and methods are described in sufficient details
7. Goals are supported by data
8. Data is obtained via adequate methods

9. Results are informative and include tables, pictures etc.
10. Results have significant scientific value 

11. Paper gives explanation on data obtained and possible errors

12. Statistics is performed to a proper level

13. Article provides information on the previous experiments in comparison to the results obtained 

14. Conclusions are supported by data and presented in a clear manner. 

15. All significant publications on the respective area are included in the reference list
16. Paper has significant practical value 

17. Abstract conveys main results and conclusions of the scientific article 
18. The research meets all applicable standards of ethics 
19. The article is presented in an intelligible fashion and is written in standard language
The reviewer makes the decision regarding the paper on the base of paper evaluation: a) paper is recommended for publication; b) can be published following the correction; c) should be reviewed additionally by another expert; d) must be rejected.

5. Double-blind review is carried out, in which identities of two reviewers and an author are hidden. The author is given a chance to see the referee report. The reviewer may inform the author on its identity but other than that confidentiality is essential.
6. If the article has to be corrected, the editorial assistant forwards the referee report to the author for further correction or appeal. Corrected paper must be sent for the second review. 
7. If the insoluble contradictions arise between the author and reviewer, referee committee has a right to assign another reviewer. In case of any conflict situations managing editor makes final decision.

8. Article, rejected for publication, cannot be reviewed for the second time. Negative referee report is forwarded to the author by e-mail.

9. When positive decision is made, the editorial assistant informs the author and appoint the date for publication.

10. Positive referee report is not the main factor for paper publishing. Final decision on paper acceptance is made by the referee committee according to the paper relevance and correspondence to the journal subject-matter focus. In case of any conflict situations managing editor makes final decision.

11. Referee reports must be kept for three years within the referee committee. 
12. Journal reviews all the papers, fitting its editorial platform. All reviewers are experts in the respective area and have publications for the last three years on the subject of the article under review. Referee reports are kept within the journal committee for 5 years.
13. Copies of referee reports or the form of rejection are to be sent to the authors as well as to the Ministry of Education and Science of the Russian Federation, if it is requested.
