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All content published in REALaw is subject to a peer review process. Articles can be submitted by authors 
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the article has been received and are informed as soon as possible as to whether the article will be 
submitted to peer-review. The managing editor submits the article to the Editorial Board, which can 
decide to reject it (desk rejection) if it  does not fall within the scope of the journal, does not comply with 
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Articles and case notes are subject to a double-blind peer review process. REALaw peer review for articles 
and case notes is conducted by at least two referees from the Editorial Board, the Advisory Board and/or 
from outside the Editorial or Advisory Board. One referee is always external to the Editorial Board. Book 
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