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EDITORIAL POLICY OF THE ONLINE PUBLICATION
«VESTNIK VYATSKOGO GATU»

1. General provisions

1.1. The editorial policy of the online publication "Vestnik Vyatskogo GATU" (hereinafter
referred to as the Journal) is aimed at providing authors and readers with the most favorable conditions
for obtaining information and exchanging opinions on topical issues of the development of the agro—
industrial complex.

1.2. The editorial staff of the online publication is guided in its activities by the principles of
science, professionalism, impartiality, autonomy, compliance with legislation (including copyright),
openness of the publication, personal responsibility of authors, members of the editorial staff and
reviewers for the reliability and quality of the published material, efficiency and objectivity of the
presentation of published information, compliance with the periodicity of the journal.

1.3. The editorial board's decisions regarding the acceptance or rejection of copyrighted
materials are based on scientific criteria, the quality of the material and its relevance to the subject of
the journal. The content of a scientific work is assessed without prejudice to the authors based on
their race, gender, sexual orientation, religious beliefs, origin, citizenship, social status, commercial
or political interests of the authors.

1.4. The editorial board is responsible for interacting with the authors, which is based on the
principles of fairness, courtesy, objectivity, honesty and transparency.

2. Article selection rules
2.1. The selection of scientific articles for the issues of the Journal is carried out by the
editorial board based on the results of reviewing the received copyright materials.
2.2. The editorial board of the Journal is guided by the following criteria when selecting
scientific articles:

— the content of the scientific article corresponds to the subject of the Journal;

— the originality and novelty of the research — the article should present previously unpublished
materials, propose new ideas, approaches or results;

— relevance and social significance — the subject matter and data presented in the article must
be scientifically significant, have a potential impact on the scientific industry or the sphere of
public life;

— the quality of the content of a scientific article is the clarity of the research goal or hypothesis,
methodology, reliability of results, and logical conclusions;

— quality of presentation and structure — the article should be understandable to the target
audience, have a clear structure ("Introduction", "Materials and methods", "Results and
discussion", "Conclusion"), written in compliance with the norms of scientific style, have
correct formatting, including citations, tables and figures;

— compliance with ethical standards — plagiarism, falsification of data, incorrect citation, lack
of references to sources are unacceptable in the article;

— the degree of originality of the text when checking in the "Anti-Plagiarism" system must be
at least 70%;

— no conflict of interest — the author is obliged to notify the editorial board of a real or potential
conflict of interest or its absence.

2.3. The process of selecting a scientific article for publication consists of the following stages:

— preliminary selection — the responsible editor checks the compliance of the scientific article
with the general requirements for publication (originality, content, design);

— review is a comprehensive analysis by expert reviewers of the scientific and methodological
advantages and disadvantages of an article with mandatory coverage of relevance and novelty,
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scientific and practical significance, reliability and sufficiency of the data used, and the quality

of materials design;

— decision—making on publication or rejection of an article - the decision is made collectively
by the editorial board of the Journal based on the results of reviewing the article, recorded in
the protocol, which is signed by the editor-in-chief of the publication.

2.4. The editorial board has the right to reject materials without review if they do not
correspond to the subject of the Journal, are of poor quality, or violate ethical norms, rights, and
legitimate interests of third parties.

2.5. If avoidable deficiencies are identified in a scientific work, the author must correct these
deficiencies at the request of the editorial board within the prescribed time. If the author does not
eliminate the identified shortcomings, the editorial board has the right to refuse to publish the article
with the shortcomings.

2.6. The decision to include a scientific article in an issue is made collectively by the editorial
board of the Journal, recorded in the minutes of the editorial board meeting.

3. Rules and procedures for compliance with publication ethics

3.1. The legal basis for ensuring the ethics of publishing scientific materials in the online
publication "Vestnik Vyatskogo GATU" (hereinafter referred to as the Journal) consists of
international standards: regulations developed by The Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE),
international associations of editors (EASE, ICMJE, etc.) and publishers, and the Declaration of the
Council on Ethics of Scientific Publications. HENRI's publications (2nd edition, May 2025); norms
of the section "Copyright" of the Civil Code of the Russian Federation.

3.2. The Editorial Board of the Journal guarantees consideration of all materials submitted for
publication, observance of editorial independence and integrity in making objective decisions without
prejudice to authors based on national or religious affiliation, official position.

3.3. The editorial policy of the Journal is based on respect for the personal rights of the author
and intellectual property rights, regardless of the commercial interests and relations of the author with
the University.

3.4. The activities of the editorial board and the editorial board of the Journal are based on the
following ethical principles:

3.4.1. The editorial board of the Journal accepts previously unpublished articles that represent
an original scientific study or a detailed review on a topic corresponding to the general direction of
publications in the Journal. All incoming scientific articles are checked for illegal borrowings by the
Anti-Plagiarism system. If a previously published work is found to repeat the results of an article
under review by more than 30% based on the results of an Anti-Plagiarism check, the editorial board
reserves the right to refuse to publish the article to the authors.

3.4.2. The editors of the Journal are responsible for making decisions regarding the proposed
articles. The basis for the editorial board's decision to accept an article for publication or to refuse
publication is solely the scientific value of the described results, the importance for scientific progress
and the quality of the preparation of scientific materials.

3.4.3. Editors and members of the editorial board of the Journal do not have the right to
disclose information about articles submitted to the editorial office, except for a narrow circle of
people directly involved in the article and the process of its preparation for publication.

3.4.4. During the review of articles, editors and reviewers should familiarize themselves in
detail with the original information contained in them, but under no circumstances should they have
the right to use it in their own research or for other personal purposes. The use of such information is
allowed only after the official publication of the article when carrying out the correct citation in
accordance with generally accepted requirements.

3.4.5. Editors should evaluate scientific articles based on their intellectual content, regardless
of race, gender, sexual orientation, religious beliefs, ethnic origin, citizenship, or political views of
the authors.
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3.4.6. Editors are required to ensure that the accuracy and correctness of citations in an article
approved for publication are monitored.

3.4.7. Editors should under no circumstances force authors to cite scientific articles published
in the Journal in order to artificially improve the scientometric indicators of the online publication.

3.5. The author/authors of a scientific publication, sending the material to the editorial office
of the Journal, should be guided by the following ethical principles:

3.5.1. By submitting an article to the editorial board, the authors guarantee that this article is
not under review by another journal, and that it has not been published before.

3.5.2. The authors are responsible for the content of the article. Articles should use only
original scientific data. In case of borrowing materials from other researchers, a corresponding correct
reference should be made. The results discussed in the article should meet the criterion of
reproducibility by other researchers. All data processing methods, as well as the logic of their
interpretation, must be completely transparent.

3.5.3. The authors are responsible for the conscious or unconscious illegal borrowing of
scientific results of other authors. Unauthorized borrowing and reproduction of any elements of an
article (text, graphics, primary data, etc.) by another author is absolutely unacceptable. The borrowed
elements reproduced with the consent of the copyright holders must be presented in a correct form
and accompanied by an appropriate link.

3.5.4. The authors are responsible for indicating the sources of financial support for the
project, the results of which are described in the article submitted for consideration, as well as for
identifying the persons who contributed to the research.

3.5.5. Information obtained privately (in correspondence, conversation, or discussion with
third parties), or obtained during the provision of confidential services, may be used or disclosed only
with written permission from the source of this information.

3.5.6. If an author finds a significant error or inaccuracy in his own already published article,
he is obliged to immediately notify the editorial board of the Journal and cooperate with the
responsible editor to review or make corrections to the publication. If the editorial board finds out
from a third party that the published work contains a significant error and informs the author of such
a flaw, the author is obliged to promptly send corrections or provide the editorial board with evidence
of the correctness of the data in the published article.

3.6. Reviewers are guided by the following ethical principles in their work:

3.6.1. The review of articles in the Journal is bilaterally anonymous, the data of the authors is
not disclosed to the reviewer, and the data of the reviewer is not disclosed to the authors. However,
at the request of the reviewer and with his/her written consent, the name of the reviewer may be
communicated to the author of the article.

3.6.2. Reviewers should not disclose information about the articles submitted for review to
outsiders.

3.6.3. Prior to the publication of the article, reviewers under no circumstances have the right
to use in their own research or for other personal purposes the information they have gained access
to during the review process.

3.6.4. In cases where the reviewer has fundamentally significant comments on the reviewed
article, in agreement with the editorial board, they can be published as comments, while the author is
given the opportunity to give a public response to the reviewer on the pages of the online publication.

3.6.5. Reviewers should conduct a scientific review of the articles within the time limits set
by the editorial board (no more than two weeks). If it is not possible to carry out the review within
the specified period, the reviewer must immediately inform the editorial board.

3.6.6. When conducting an examination of articles, reviewers should strive for maximum
objectivity. The only criterion for evaluating an article is its scientific significance. Any decisions
based on any personal preferences of the reviewer are not allowed. In the event of a conflict of interest
in any form between the reviewer and the author, the reviewer must immediately notify the editorial
board of the online publication and refuse to review.
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3.6.7. Reviewers should not participate in reviewing manuscripts if there are conflicts of
interest due to competitive, collaborative, or other interactions and relationships with any of the
authors, companies, or other organizations associated with the submitted work.

3.7. The violation of publication ethics by the author or reviewer can be reported to the
editorial board by any person at any time. A report on unethical behavior must contain sufficient
information and evidence.

3.8. Upon receiving a report of a violation of publication ethics, the editor-in-chief initiates
an investigation, during which the necessary data is collected.

3.9. The author(s) or reviewer should be informed of the violation of publication ethics and
be able to respond to any suspicions or accusations.

3.10. Based on the results of the investigation of violations of publication ethics, the editorial
board of the Journal may take the following measures:

— send a warning letter to the author or reviewer;

— post information about detected violations on the Magazine 's website;

— to withdraw an article from the Journal in accordance with the declaration of the Association
of Scientific Editors and Publishers (ANRI) "Ethical principles of scientific publications" and
"Guidelines for the withdrawal of articles" (Retraction Guidelines) Committee on Publication
Ethics (COPE);

— 1mpose a ban on cooperation with this author or reviewer for three years.

4. The procedure for reviewing articles

4.1. All scientific articles accepted by the editorial board of the online publication after
checking the degree of originality of the text are subject to mandatory peer review in order to assess
their content and make a decision on publication by the editorial board.

4.2. The review can be carried out by members of the editorial board, invited experts or highly
qualified specialists. Reviewers should respect confidentiality, objectivity, clarity, and reasonableness
of their opinions.

4.3. The review is carried out free of charge, no additional fee is charged from the authors.

4.4. The review procedure assumes two—way anonymity, the reviewer is not informed about
the authors of the article, and the authors are not informed about the reviewer.

4.5. The author's materials received by the editorial board from the members of the editorial
board of the journal undergo the same review procedure as those received from other authors.

4.6. The responsible editor of the online publication, after checking the compliance of the
article with the journal's subject matter and design requirements, sends the article for review. The
selection of a reviewer is usually carried out within a week.

4.7. The review of the received scientific materials is carried out by a member of the editorial
board who has the closest scientific specialization to the topic of the article. If it is impossible to
identify a reviewer from the editorial board, a scientist who is a recognized expert in the issues
discussed in the scientific article may be involved in the review free of charge.

4.8. When choosing a reviewer, the responsible editor should exclude the possible affiliation
of the reviewer with the author.

4.9. Reviewers are notified that the submitted manuscripts are the property of the authors and
contain information that is not subject to disclosure. The review is conducted confidentially.

4.10. The review period should not exceed 2 weeks. If it is impossible to conduct a review
within the prescribed period, a member of the editorial board must inform the responsible editor
within a week. In some cases, the review period may be shortened in order to publish the article as
quickly as possible.

4.11. The review should objectively evaluate the scientific article, contain a comprehensive
analysis of its scientific and methodological advantages and disadvantages, with mandatory coverage
of the following provisions:
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— the relevance of the subject and materials of the presented article;

— the scientific novelty of the research area considered in the article;

— the significance of the problem statement (task) or the results obtained for the further
development of theory and practice in the field of knowledge under consideration;

— adequacy and modernity of methods of statistical processing of materials;

— sufficiency of the research material;

— the correctness of the discussion of the results obtained;

— compliance of the conclusions with the purpose and objectives of the study;

— the quality of the study of literary sources (references);

— the permissible volume of the article as a whole and its individual elements (text, tables,
illustrative material, bibliographic references);

— the expediency of placing tables and illustrative material in the article and their
correspondence to the topic being presented;

— the quality of the article design: style, terminology, wording;

— reasonable conclusions about the manuscript as a whole and a clear recommendation on the
expediency (or inexpediency) of its publication in the Journal, or on the need for its revision.

The final part of the review should contain reasonable conclusions about the article as a whole
and a clear recommendation regarding the expediency of its publication in an online publication, or
the need for its revision. In case of a negative assessment of the article as a whole (recommendation
that publication is inappropriate), the reviewer must justify his conclusions.

4.12. According to the results of the review, the article may be:

a) accepted for publication

The final decision on the acceptance of the author's article and its placement in one of the
issues of the online publication is made at the editorial board meeting. The editorial board's decision
is communicated to the author upon his request.

b) sent to the author for revision

An article recommended for publication but in need of revision is sent to the authors with
comments from the reviewer and the editor. The authors should make all necessary corrections to the
text of the article and send the final version to the editors. After revision, the article is either sent for
re-review, or reviewed by the responsible editor if the reviewer has indicated that the article does not
need to be re-reviewed.

c) rejected

The following articles are not allowed for publication:

— articles that have received a negative reviewer's opinion;

— articles whose authors do not comply with the constructive comments of the reviewer or do
not refute them in a reasoned manner;

— articles whose design does not meet the requirements of an online publication.

4.13. The editorial board informs the author of the review by e-mail. In case of refusal to
publish an article, a reasoned refusal is sent to the author by e-mail within 10 calendar days after the
editorial board makes such a decision.

4.14. If the author does not agree with the reviewer's comments, he may request that the article
be sent to another expert for review or withdraw the article, which is recorded in the journal.

4.15. Articles sent to the authors for correction must be returned to the editorial office no later
than 7 calendar days after receiving the review result. Returning the article at a later date changes the
publication date.

4.16. Revised articles requiring re-review are sent to the reviewer who made the critical
comments. It is possible to replace the reviewer at the discretion of the editorial board.

4.17. The reviews are kept in the editorial office of the publication for 5 years.
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5. Rules for the publication of scientific articles

5.1. Scientific materials reflecting previously unpublished results of fundamental and applied
scientific research, original, review, problematic, experimental and methodological works are
accepted for publication in the journal "Vestnik Vyatskogo GATU".

5.2. Scientific materials are published free of charge, and paid services are not provided for
authors.

5.3. Articles submitted to the editorial board must correspond to the subject of the journal and
the rules for the design of scientific articles. The editorial Board has the right to reject an article that
does not correspond to the subject of the journal or does not meet the requirements for publications.

5.4. Scientific articles with an original text of at least 70%, which have received a positive
review, are allowed to be published in the Journal.

5.5. The author's material should be relevant, contain a statement of a scientific task (problem),
and a description of his own research results.

5.6. The mandatory elements of the article, written in Russian and English, are:

— title of the article;

— information about the authors (full name, name and address of the organization);
— abstract (up to 250 words);

— keywords (3-15 words or phrases);

— sources of financing;

— list of sources.

5.7. The main text of the article should consist of parts: introduction, materials and methods,
results and discussion, conclusion.

5.8. The editorial board is authorized to carry out scientific and literary editing of the received
materials, if necessary, to send the article to the authors for revision.

5.9. In one issue of the journal, it is allowed to publish no more than 2 articles by the same
author, individually or in collaboration. No more than 5 authors are allowed in one article.

5.10. The responsibility for the content of the article lies with the author/authors. If facts of
fabrication or falsification of data are revealed, as well as illegal borrowing of scientific texts by other
authors, the editorial board has the right to withdraw the published article from the journal. The
authors, readers, reviewers or editors can initiate the withdrawal of an article by writing to the editorial
board of the journal.

6. Rules for the distribution of a work before and after its publication in the publication

6.1. By sending the author's material to the editorial office of the Journal, the author must
confirm in the application that:

— the article has not been previously published in any scientific publication;
— the article has not been accepted for publication or is not under consideration in other
publications.

6.2. When quoting articles published in the Journal, it is mandatory to provide a link to the
official website of the publication with the full URL of the material.

6.3. The editorial board does not accept preprints for consideration.

6.4. The editorial board of the journal allows authors to independently archive manuscripts
that have passed the review stage, have been accepted for publication, and have been processed by
the editors of the Journal. Permitted sites for placement:

— the author 's personal website or blog;

— an institutional repository;

— subject repository;

— direct exchange with teachers, graduate students or students, exclusively for personal use

(without public distribution).
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6.5. After the publication of the final version of the article, the author is obliged to supplement
previously posted entries with a link to the published article (indicating the DOI, URL or
bibliographic reference).

6.6. Postprints of all articles in the format are publicly available on the Journal's website.pdf
after passing the review, all stages of editing, layout, reconciliation and inclusion of the article in the
issue.

6.7. The archive of the Journal is available in:

— the National Scientific Electronic Library (eLibrary) within the bibliographic database
"Russian Science Citation Index" (RISC) is free for all readers, in a full-text version, a direct
link to the archive of the Journal;

— the full texts of the articles are stored on the official website of the Journal in the "Issues"
section — "All issues".

7. Rules of interaction between editors and authors (author teams) in situations of error

detection before and after publication of materials

7.1. The editorial staff of the Journal and the authors act in a coordinated and open manner in
situations of error detection before and after publication of materials.

7.2. The interaction of editors and authors is based on the following principles:

— respect and professionalism — criticism focuses on the content of the text and the identified
inaccuracies, without referring to the personality of the author;

— promptness — identification and elimination of errors as soon as possible after their detection;

— evidence and validity — an indication of an error is accompanied by a clear justification: a
reference to an authoritative source, a scientific reference book, the results of fact-checking
or a reasoned expert opinion;

— transparency of the process — the author is fully informed about the identified errors and
planned corrections, the reasons and grounds for adjustments are explained in detail.

7.3. If the author of an article finds errors (phraseological, factual, methodological,
computational, bibliographic or ethical) after submitting it to the editorial board of the Journal, he is
obliged to immediately notify the responsible editor about this, as well as suggest possible and
acceptable options for correcting the detected errors.

7.4. If errors (phraseological, factual, methodological, computational, bibliographic or ethical)
are found by reviewers or editors during the editorial preparation of the article, the editorial staff of
the Journal:

— clearly indicates edits in the text of the article or in a separate document;

— provides the author with a reasonable time to review edits and make changes to the text of the
article;

— edits can be divided into categories: technical and obvious (typos, grammar), stylistic
(reformulations for clarity), factual and semantic (doubts about facts, figures, logic,
conclusions).

7.5. All changes in the author's materials related to the elimination of errors are coordinated
with the authors before the publication of the article. Unilateral interference by the editors of the
Journal in the text of an article without the consent of the author is not allowed. Before publication,
the final version of the article is sent by the responsible editor to the author for approval and approval.

7.6. If an error is detected after the publication of an article, the person who discovered it
(author, reader, editor) must inform the editorial board of the Journal by e-mail info@v-vgsha.info. It
is necessary to note all detected errors or typos, inaccuracies, etc., even if they are not able to directly
affect the interpretation of the research results. Editors should be informed if there are incorrect links
in the article, copyright infringement, conflict of interest, or other ethical violations.

7.7. Upon receiving a message about errors in a published article, the editorial board initiates
an additional verification procedure and requests the opinion of the author, editors, and reviewers (if
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necessary). Minor errors (typos, etc.) can be corrected by post-publication corrections. Significant
errors may require the use of a retraction procedure.

7.8. Possible options for correcting errors in published articles:

— publishing a clarification;

— addition to the article;

— notification of concern;

— retraction (withdrawal of a publication), if an error or violation of publication ethics calls into
question the reliability of the conclusions obtained during the research.

7.9. An error notification indicating the number/year and pages of the issue with the article in
which the error was made, a description of the error and the text with the corrected error are posted
on the official website of the Journal and/or a PDF file with the article. Readers are given the
opportunity to work with the corrected version of the article by posting it on the website.

7.10. Information about the corrections made in the published article is transmitted to all
databases of scientific information, where the Journal is indexed.

8. The procedure for retracting scientific articles

8.1. When retracting articles, the editorial board of the Journal is guided by the Rules for
revocation (retraction/retraction) of an article from the publication of the Association of Scientific
Editors and Publishers (ANRI).

8.2. A review of the article (retraction) is necessary to correct the published information and
notify readers that the article published in the Journal contains serious flaws, erroneous or unreliable
data, and violations of publication ethics. Retraction protects the reputation of the journal, which
strives to maintain readers' trust in the quality and content of published scientific works. Retraction
is not used as a tool to punish or compromise the authors.

8.3. The grounds for retraction of a scientific article are:

— incorrect and/or unformulated borrowing (plagiarism) in a published article;

— duplication of an article in several editions;

— self-plagiarism with a large amount of repeatability of research results and text already
published in other publications;

— detection of falsifications or fabrications;

— the discovery of serious errors in the publication that cast doubt on its scientific value;

— incorrect composition of the authors;

— hidden conflict of interest;

— re-publication of the article without the author's consent;

— other violations of publication ethics.

8.4. If the grounds for retraction of a scientific article are established, the editorial board
conducts an investigation (examination) and, if confirmed, retracts the publication. According to the
results of the examination, a veto may be imposed on the publication of articles by this author(s) for
a certain period of time.

8.5. The decision to withdraw an article is made by the editorial board of the Journal on the
recommendation of the editor—in-chief of the publication, formalized in a protocol with mandatory
information: the author's full name and the title of the article, the title of the journal, the output data
of the article, the initiator of the review of the article, the basis for retraction (if plagiarism and
duplication are detected - a link to the original source), the date of the decision, a link to the page
metadata of the article on the publication's website, which contains information about the retraction,
its cause, and the full text of the article marked "RETRACTED". The same mark is placed in the
Content of the issue. A copy of the minutes of the editorial board meeting is sent to the author (the
lead author in case of co-authorship). The authors may disagree with the decision to withdraw, but
this does not negate the editors' right to carry out the procedure.
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8.6. The decision on retraction at the initiative of the editorial board is made taking into
account the response of the author of the article, justifying his position on the withdrawal of the
article. If the author ignores the editorial board's request, the editorial board has the right to seek help
from the HENRI Council on Ethics of Scientific Publications and/or to withdraw the publication
without taking into account the author's opinion.

8.7. If the author (co-authors) find it necessary to withdraw the article, they contact the
editorial office, explaining the reason for their decision in a reasoned manner. Next, the editorial staff
performs text retrogression.

8.8. Information about the retracted articles is sent to the Council on Ethics of Scientific
Publications of HENRI and the scientific information databases in which the Journal is indexed, for
inclusion in a single database of retracted articles. The recalled articles and links to them are excluded
from the RSCI and are not included in the calculation of indicators.

9. Conflict of interest policy

9.1. A conflict of interest in the process of selecting, reviewing, and publishing an article arises
if the author, reviewer, or a member of the editorial board has financial, scientific, or personal
relationships that may affect their actions (ambivalent obligations, competing interests, or competing
loyalties).

9.2. To prevent conflicts of interest, the author must indicate the place of work in the
accompanying file "Information about the author(s) and the article"; the sources of funding for the
research on which the article was written; list known and potential sources of conflict of interest, if
any, or indicate that there is no conflict of interest.

9.3. The editorial board of the Journal considers all claims concerning the received and (or)
published copyrighted materials. In the event of a conflict situation, necessary measures are taken to
restore violated rights.

9.4. Disputes and disagreements, including on copyright issues, are, if possible, resolved
through negotiations based on ethical standards and procedures.

9.5. In case of conflicts over copyright infringement by the author of the publication, the
editorial board of the Journal disclaims responsibility for such violations, since it does not directly or
indirectly violate the copyrights of the creators of illegally borrowed content. All claims from authors
whose copyrights have been infringed should be directed to the authors of publications that have
infringed such rights. If the fact of illegal borrowing is discovered and proved, the editorial board
undertakes to publish in the next issue of the journal an information note on the case of copyright
infringement by a publication posted on the pages of the Journal, indicating the original author.
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