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The Editor-in-Chief decides which articles will be published, also when making the 
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Editorial Board may participate in the review process and help to identify peer reviewers as 

needed. The Editor-in-Chief is obliged to inform the members of the Editorial Board at least 

once a year about the activities undertaken and the challenges faced by the Journal. 

 

 



Authors 

 The authors must affirm that their submission has not been published elsewhere, 

whether in whole or in part, in any language. The prior presentation of a work at a conference 

is acceptable. Period publication in conference proceedings may be acceptable, depending on 

the format and distribution of the proceedings. The authors need to discuss prior publication in 

conference proceedings with the Editor-in-Chief. Also, along with the corresponding author, 

all of the coauthors have to be named in the submission.  

Moreover, authors must affirm that their submission is not under review by another 

publication, nor will be submitted for review elsewhere while under review at Disputatio 

philosophica. The authors' work must not be based on data reported in any other prior or 

pending publication unless the author provides the Editor-in-Chief with supporting 
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