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CONDITIONALLY ACCEPT as a REGULAR (CR) or SHORT (CS) paper,-provided that minor revisions are
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reviewers' assistance in verifying the changes. If you believe reviewer verification to be especially important,
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1. Please respect the deadline indicated on the review form. As an author, you undoubtedly appreciate
the importance of minimizing delays. The paper selection procedure for the Transactions involves a
tentative publication recommendation (TPR) which is prepared by the Associate Editor on the basis
of paper reviews. The final decision on publication, sustaining or modifying the TPR, is taken by
the Editorial Board of the Transactions. If you do not have the time to personally review the paper,
please see if one of your qualified associates or students can review the paper, or else return the
paper via first class or air mail immediately. In the latter case, suggestions of names or alternate
reviewers are appreciated.

2. Please prepare your comments to the author using the enclosed form and additional plain sheets if
necessary. Please do not identify yourself or your organization. The following points are suggested
for your comments: (A) What is the contribution of the paper? (B) Does the author explain the
significance of the paper? (C) Is the paper clearly written and well organized? (D) Does the
introduction state the purpose of the paper? (E) Are the references relevant and complete? Supply
missing references. (F) If the paper is not technically sound, why not? (G) If the paper is too long,
how can it be shortened? Please supply any information that you think will be useful to the author in
revision, 1n enhancing the appeal of the paper, or in convincing him of his mistakes. The
reviewer's recommendation for acceptance or re_]ectlon should appear only on Page
1 of the review form and should not be included in the comments to the author. It
is very important that the reviewer include at least a few sentences justifying their
recommendation.

3. In your critical comments to the author, please be specific. If you find that the results
are already known, please give references to earlier papers which contain these or similar results. If
you say that the reasoning is incorrect or vague, please indicate specifically where and why. If you
suggest that the paper be rewritten, give specific suggestions as to which parts of the paper should
be deleted, amplified or modified, and please indicate how.
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4. Ttis sometimes the case that papers are passed on to graduate students for review. Some very
excellent reviews sometimes result from this. It is important, though, that the quality and
professionalism of the review be maintained. If you pass the paper on to a student to

l review, please check the review personally and countersign the review form where

, indicated.
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