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Difficulty of the synchronization of the Jdh-observer GitHub 's repository with the Author
Github's repository

as they are not fork repository

Before submission of the article no mandatory check
the use of the preview in the JDH is an advice
the GitHub's action is now in the template but define as workflow dispatch
(manually trigger)

Email communication , difficulty sometimes to retrieve the information
Long delay in order to perform the first technical review as it's involved a lot of manual
step at the creation of the repo / upload materials , at some points we have 15
notebooks in the same time

Inspiration

Many journals use now GitHub

Template



In order to provide a template:
Example of the JOVI journal https://github.com/journalovi/jovi-template-quarto

Example of the rzine journal, package for R studio https://gitlab.huma-
num.fr/rzine/package

Workflow

In order to manage their workflow, it means using issues and pull request
- Example of the JOVI journal https://www.journalovi.org/submit.html#experimental

- Example of the Programming Historians 
https://programminghistorian.org/en/author-guidelines#step-3-submitting-a-
new-lesson
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Interesting points:

delay provide (one month to respond to the first review)

incremental way : my need to revise the tutorial more than once
your lesson addresses the needs of the Programming historians

On this point i will like to encourage a bit discussion with the manager editorial team ,
feeling alone about at the technical review for issues not related to technical, for
example: definition of the hermeneutics paragraph, definition of the new development
related to an article

Missing points

No validation is provided when the article is delivered.

Necessity to automatise this feedback in order to provide also quick technical feedback

New workflow: technical peer-review



Receive the Author's GitHub repository url by form

Automatic:

track in the DB the delivery date

automatic answer at the reception of the form
fork the repository

Will facilitate the synchronisation later

look at here : https://docs.github.com/en/rest/repos/forks?apiVersion=2022-11-28

run the preflight check

Human intervention:

analyse of the technical reviewer
notify the author about possible issue but using the GitHub pull request / issue /
comment

At the abstract submission

Give the author the pid in order to keep it for further communication

https://docs.github.com/en/rest/repos/forks?apiVersion=2022-11-28


At the article submission

Send :

article github url
pid of the article in order to retrieve the abstract

Workflow
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Current workflow double blind Peer-review



https://docs.google.com/document/d/1RmBFVMZYCcxQjyL6CkDEgQeThn6sDVNNtI26lV8P
wYg/edit?pli=1

Send back to the author , currently we re-run the process of the technical check

Author needs to inform us about changes made - problem of synchronization again

Accept
Manager editor set the status of the Journal at "Design review"

Refuse: no case for the moment

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1RmBFVMZYCcxQjyL6CkDEgQeThn6sDVNNtI26lV8PwYg/edit?pli=1


Workflow single blind Peer-review

What needs to be change in ScholarOne?

documentation
default email when article is accepted with minor/major modifications

will be good to have the same mention than at the abstract validation in order to the
author to submit the form

Dashboard

At the validation of the article

Backend

Introduce DOI when article has been accepted
Set to "Design review"


