
Acta Animalia Hungarica: Code of Editing, Judging and Ethics 

 

1. Introduction 

"Acta Animalia Hungarica" (hereinafter referred to as AAH) is the scientific journal of the 

Faculty of Law and Political Sciences of the University of Miskolc, supported by the Centre for 

Animal Protection Law, Analysis and Methodology of the University of Veterinary Medicine. 

The aim of the journal is to promote the scientific discourse on animal protection and animal 

welfare, with a special focus on the interdisciplinary approach of animal protection law and 

veterinary sciences. The journal's editorial guidelines are based on the concepts of sustainability 

and "One Health, One Welfare", which emphasise the integrated management of the complex 

relationships between people, animals and the environment. Sustainability also addresses the 

ecological, social and economic dimensions of animal welfare practices, ensuring that research 

and applications are undertaken for long-term well-being and stability. 

2. Scientific scope (Scope) 

AAH aims to contribute to the international and Hungarian scientific discourse on animal 

protection and welfare in the following areas: 

1. Animal Welfare Law: Examination of legislation and policies that serve the protection 

of animals, including legislative reforms and the development of legal frameworks. 

2. Veterinary Sciences: Research aimed at enhancing animal health and welfare, 

including the prevention, diagnosis and treatment of diseases. 

3. Zoology, Biology and Ethology: The scientific study of animal behaviour, ecology, 

evolutionary processes, biological basis, physiological processes and ecological roles, 

including patterns of behaviour in natural and artificial environments. 

4. Animal Welfare Communication: Analysis of the communication and media 

representation of animal welfare issues and topics. 

5. Economics: Research into the economic impacts of animal welfare measures, cost-

benefit analyses and sustainable management models. 

6. Sociology: Examining the social impacts of animal welfare policies and public 

perceptions of animal welfare. 



7. Criminology: Analysing criminal and legal issues related to animal cruelty and 

researching strategies to prevent crime. 

8. Psychology: Research into the psychological aspects of animal-human relationships, 

including animal-assisted occupations and their effects. 

9. Sustainability: Assessing animal welfare practices from a sustainability perspective, 

including ecological, social and economic dimensions. 

 

The journal accepts the following types of work: 

1. Original research articles (research): new scientific results, with particular attention 

to interdisciplinary approaches. 

2. Review articles: summaries of research on animal welfare law, animal welfare, etc. 

3. Technical reports: Presentation of new methods and techniques. 

 

3. Structure of the Editorial Board 

The editorial board of "Acta Animalia Hungarica" is composed of members from different 

professional backgrounds, who are responsible for the maintenance and development of the 

scientific quality of the journal.  

The structure of the Editorial Board is as follows: 

1. Editor-in-Chief: The Editor-in-Chief is responsible for the general management of the 

journal, the publication policy and for ensuring the scientific quality. 

2. Deputy Editor-in-Chief: The DeputyEditor-in-Chief supports the Editor-in-Chief in 

the running of the journal and represents him/her when necessary. 

3. Honorary Chair of the Editorial Board: The Honorary Chair provides professional 

advice to the Editorial Board and helps to steer the scientific discourse. 

4. Co-Editors / Associate Editors: Co-Editors are experts in different disciplines who 

review individual publications and monitor their peer review. 

5. Managing Editor: The Managing Editor is responsible for managing the administrative 

and publishing processes of the journal, ensuring the technical quality of the published 

material. 



6. Editorial Board Members: Editorial Board Members have a background in animal 

welfare law, veterinary medicine and other relevant professional disciplines and are 

involved in the publication process and in the development of the scientific discourse. 

 

4. The Advisory Forum 

The Advisory Board was established to support and develop the scientific and professional 

direction of the journal. The Board is made up of recognised experts from different disciplines 

who contribute their advice and experience to the work of the journal.  

The structure of the Advisory Board is as follows: 

1. Honorary Chairs of the Advisory Board: Honorary Chairs have distinguished 

professional experience and their role is to contribute to the shaping of the scientific 

policy of the journal. 

2. Members of the Advisory Board: Members of the Advisory Board are eminent 

professionals in the fields of scientific research, animal welfare, veterinary science and 

law who contribute to the scientific discourse and best practice of the Journal. 

 

5. Editorial Rules 

1. Submission of manuscript: 

o Manuscripts should be submitted electronically to 

info@actaanimaliahungarica.hu. 

o Manuscripts must be submitted in two versions: an anonymised version for the 

peer review and a version with identification data, and if there are images or 

figures, they must be included in the text and attached in separate files (JPG 

format, 300 DPI). 

o Manuscripts in Hungarian with identification data should include the title in 

Hungarian and English, the names and affiliations of the authors, the 

corresponding author's name and e-mail address, the abstract in Hungarian and 

English, the keywords in Hungarian and English, the full text of the manuscript 

mailto:info@actaanimaliahungarica.hu


(including captions for tables and figures in Hungarian and English). In English 

manuscripts, captions for tables and figures do not need to be in Hungarian. 

o Anonymised manuscripts contain all the above elements except the names and 

affiliations of the Authors and the corresponding author's designation and e-mail 

address. 

o The submitted manuscript must fit within the scope of the AAH, otherwise the 

Editorial Board will reject the manuscript without further review. 

o The submitted manuscript must comply with the formal requirements set out in 

the Author's Guidelines (Annex I), otherwise the Editorial Board may return the 

manuscript for correction, or if this is not successful, the manuscript may be 

rejected. 

 

2. Judging Process: 

o Manuscripts will be judged using a doubleblind judging system. During the 

review process, the anonymised manuscript is sent to the reviewers. 

o The review period is usually 6-8 weeks from the date of receipt of the 

manuscript. 

o Based on the reviewers' opinions, the Editorial Board decides whether to accept, 

modify or reject the manuscript. 

o The review process consists of 3 stages: 

1. General editorial review 

a) an Associate Editor of the journal will review the manuscript to 

ensure that it has been submitted in a manner that ensures 

anonymity, that it meets the formal requirements detailed in the 

AAH guidelines and that it is within the scope of the journal. 

Whether the author has included a statement that he/she has not 

previously offered the paper for publication to any other 

publisher in the same language and that it has not been previously 

published. In the case of doctoral students, a letter of 

recommendation from the academic supervisor is required. 



b) If the Associate Editor decides that the manuscript meets the 

general requirements, he/she sends the manuscript to the peer 

reviewers. The manuscripts received will be evaluated by two 

peer reviewers who are recognised experts in the relevant 

discipline, researchers with scientific qualifications or with 

outstanding practical experience (at least one of whom has 

scientific qualifications). Where appropriate, the 

recommendation of a member of the Editorial Board in the 

relevant field will be taken into account in the selection of 

referees. 

 

2. Double blind review with experts 

a) Reviewers comment on an anonymised version of the 

manuscript, Authors do not indicate their names and institutional 

affiliations on the manuscript, only on the manuscript with names 

and affiliations. Self-identifying citations and references should 

be left blank when the anonymised manuscript is first submitted.  

It is the responsibility of the Authors to reinsert self-identifying 

citations and references when preparing the final version of the 

manuscript. 

b) Judges must refrain from any form of personal or professional 

conflict of interest and, if they become aware of such a conflict, 

they must immediately inform the Editorial Board for the purpose 

of appointing another Judge. 

c) In order to ensure personal and institutional independence, 

neither the Assessors nor the Authors shall know each other 

personally.  

d) During the review process, the Associate Editor communicates 

with the Authors and the Reviewers. The Author will be informed 

of the reviewers' opinions by the Associate Editor who is the 

general editorial reviewer. 



e) The final decision on the publication of the manuscript rests with 

the Editor-in-Chief and the Deputy Editor-in-Chief. The AAH 

editorial policy is that no paper may be published in the journal 

without at least one supporting editorial opinion, but the Editor-

in-Chief and Deputy Editor-in-Chief reserve the right to make the 

final decision in their sole discretion. 

f) The AAH is unable to provide remuneration for proofreading, but 

will issue a certificate of proofreading upon request. 

 

3. Decision on publication 

o Following the receipt of the peer reviews, the Editor-in-Chief and the Deputy Editor-in-

Chief or, if they jointly express their intention to do so, the other members of the 

Editorial Board decide by majority vote on the publication of the manuscript. 

 

o The Editor-in-Chief and the Deputy Editor-in-Chief or, if they so decide, the other 

members of the Editorial Board shall decide by majority vote: 

a) one in favour and one against, shall have discretionary power, 

b) In the case of two favourable decisions, publication will be refused only 

in exceptional cases on compelling legal or ethical grounds. 

Two negative opinions will result in rejection.  

o The Editor-in-Chief and the Deputy Editor-in-Chief will decide in which issue of 

the journal the manuscript will be published. 

Language Proofreading: 

o For English-language manuscripts, language proofreading is required and 

should be carried out by the Authors. 

o The aim of linguistic proofreading is to correct linguistic and stylistic errors and 

to improve the clarity of the text. 

o For English-language manuscripts, language proofreading may be proposed by 

the Associate Editor, members of the Editorial Board or the peer reviewers 



invited to proofread. The Editor-in-Chief and the Deputy Editor-in-Chief may, 

if necessary, make the publication of a manuscript conditional on an 

improvement in its linguistic quality. 

o English-language manuscripts also require a title, keywords and abstract in 

English. If the manuscript has been accepted for publication by the Editorial 

Committee and the Author cannot otherwise provide a title, keywords and 

abstract in Hungarian of sufficient quality in terms of content and form, the 

Editorial Committee will undertake to translate them from English into 

Hungarian. 

 

2. Publication deadlines: 

o The magazine is published in print twice a year, in June and December, and 

online publication is continuous. The Editorial Board may deviate from this in 

justified cases. 

o The deadline for submission of manuscripts is 15 March for the printed June 

issue and 15 September for the December issue. 

 

3. Ethical rules: 

o In the operation of the journal, all contributors must respect the moral and ethical 

principles of publication (Annex 4). 

  



Annex 1. 

Author's guide 

 

Formal requirements 

1. Papers should be a minimum of 28,000 characters and a maximum of 60,000 

characters including spaces. 

2. Please use double quotation marks for direct quotations and single quotation marks for 

quotations within quotations and for words and expressions used in a specific sense. 

3. Authors should use footnotes instead of endnotes. Notes should be indicated in the text 

by sequential Arabic numerals. References to the origin of the text should be indicated 

by an asterisk and should appear next to the title. Please include acknowledgements to 

individuals and scholarship funds in this space. Comments should be placed at the 

bottom of the first page. 

4. Please attach a separate bibliography to the texts. 

5. Please include the DOI number after the source in the bibliography for literature sources 

with a DOI number. In the case of a printed bibliographic source, the DOI number can 

be indicated using the following example: 'doi: 10.1007/978-981-15-5105-5'. For online 

literature, the DOI number could be given as: 

"https://doi.org/10.21029/JAEL.2018.24.5". 

6. To standardise chapter and sub-chapter headings within texts, please use Arabic 

numbering. 

7. For information on how to cite literature and other editorial considerations, see the 

summary of this guide for Harvard style citation. 

 

Summary of the Harvard-style citation to the journal Acta Animalia Hungarica 

In the AAH, the citation of a given literature source is done as follows: the source is used in a 

footnote with a short data footnote and a bibliography with a full bibliographic data footnote. 

The bibliography is included at the end of the paper. 

https://doi.org/10.21029/JAEL.2018.24.5


The order of the works in the bibliography is primarily based on the alphabetical order of the 

authors' surnames. In the case of authors with the same surname, the order is determined by the 

first letter of the first name (this is also used in the footnotes). In the case of multiple authors, 

the alphabetical order will be based on the first author's name in the order given in the 

publication concerned. If more than one work by an author is cited, the works of that author are 

listed in chronological order, starting with the earliest published scientific work. If several 

works by the same author are cited in the same year, the individual works are distinguished by 

the initials alphabetically after the year (e.g. 1983a, 1983b, 1983c, 1983d, etc.). 

 

Footnote and bibliography examples 

Type 
Data content of 

footnote 
Data content of the bibliography 

Book with 1 

author 

Zoltán 2000, 100–

101. 

Zoltán Ö (2000) Az állatvédelem jogi rendje, KJK-

KERSZÖV Jogi és Üzleti Kiadó Kft., Budapest. 

 
Radford 2001, 

100-101. 

Radford M (2001) Animal Welfare Law in Britain. 

Regulation and Responsibility, Oxford University Press, 

New York. 

Book with 2 

authors 

Kerekes & 

Szlávik 2001, 15. 

Kerekes S & Szlávik J (2001) A környezeti 

menedzsment közgazdasági eszközei, KJK-KERSZÖV 

Jogi és Üzleti Kiadó Kft., Budapest. ISBN: 963-224-

616-0 

Book with 3 

authors 

Bodnár, Lehmann 

& Fodor 1999, 29. 

Bodnár L, Lehmann A & Fodor I (1999) A természet- és 

környezetvédelem földrajzi vonatkozásai 

Magyarországon, Nemzeti Tankönyvkiadó, Budapest. 

ISBN: 9631883302 

Book with 4-6 

authors 

Paulovics et al. 

2023, 15. 

Paulovics A, Jámbor A, Vetter Sz & Koncz I K (2023) 

Az állatvédelem joga, Miskolci Egyetemi Kiadó, 

Miskolc-Egyetemváros. 

Book with 

more than 6 

authors 

Csák et al. 2008, 

35–37. 

Csák Cs, Fodor L, Jasinka A, Olajos I, Prugberger T, 

Szabó Á et al. (2008) Agrárjog, Novotni Kiadó, Miskolc. 

A book written 

in the context 

Nemzeti 

Élelmiszerlánc-

Nemzeti Élelmiszerlánc-biztonsági Hivatal (NÉBIH) 

(2018) Kutyakötelesség. Útmutató a felelős kutyatartás 

jogszabályi előírásaihoz, Budapest. 



Type 
Data content of 

footnote 
Data content of the bibliography 

of an 

institution 

biztonsági Hivatal 

2018, 11–18. 

Book with 1 

editor 

Szilágyi (ed.) 

2022, 479–480. 

Szilágyi J E (ed.) (2022) Constitutional Protection of the 

Environment and Future Generations. Legislation and 

Practice in Certain Central European Countries, Central 

European Academic Publishing, Miskolc – Budapest. 

 
Bekoff (ed.) 2010, 

495–500. 

Bekoff M (ed.) (2010) Encyclopedia of Animal Rights 

and Animal Welfare, 2nd edn, Vol. 2 Greenwood Press, 

ABC-CLIO, LLC, Santa Barbara. 

Book with 

more than 1 

editors 

Alabrese, Brunori, 

Rolandi & Saba 

(eds.) 2017, 83–

84. 

Alabrese M, Brunori M, Rolandi S, Saba A (eds.) (2017) 

Agricultural law, Springer International Publishing, New 

York City, DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-64756-2. 

 

Salát, Szakáli & 

Szász (eds.) 2020, 

20. 

Salát G, Szakáli M, Szász R (eds.) (2020) Mesterséges 

természetesség: Környezetkárosítás és természetvédelem 

Ázsiában. Typotex Kiadó, Budapest. ISBN: 978-963-

4930-54-9 

Book chapter 
 

Vetter 2024, 177–

178. 

Vetter Sz (2024) Az állatvédelem kriminológiai 

vonatkozásai, in: Vetter Sz (ed.) Állatvédelmi jog, L’ 

Harmattan Kiadó, Budapest, pp. 175–183. 

Article from 

journal with 1 

author 

Sótonyi 2010, 

234–235. 

Sótonyi P (2010) A ló anatómiai sajátosságainak 

összefüggése a ló teljesítményével, Állattenyésztés és 

takarmányozás 59(4), pp. 233–248, DOI: 

Article from 

journal with 2 

authors 

Paulovics & 

Jámbor 2013, 13–

16. 

Paulovics A & Jámbor A (2013) Az önkormányzati 

rendeletek bírói kontrollja az állattartási rendeletek 

példáján, Miskolci Jogi Szemle 8(1), pp. 5–17, DOI: 

Article from 

journal with 3 

authors 

Vetter, Ózsvári & 

Visnyei 2010, 

489-496. 

Vetter Sz, Ózsvári L, Visnyei L (2010) Az állatkínzás 

tényállása és az állatvédelmi büntetőrendszer a 

megelőzés tükrében, Magyar Állatorvosok Lapja 132(8), 

pp. 489-496, DOI: 

Journal 

articles with 4-

6 authors 

Lorászkó et al. 

2023, 1224. 

Lorászkó G, Vetter Sz, Rácz B, Sótonyi P (2023) 

Comparison of Police Data on Animal Cruelty and the 

Perception of Animal Welfare NGOs in Hungary, 



Type 
Data content of 

footnote 
Data content of the bibliography 

Animals 13(7), 1224, pp. 1–17, DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ani13071224 

Journal 

articles with 

more than 6 

authors 

Meletis et al. 

2024, 2–5. 

Meletis E, Conrady B, Hopp P, Lurier T, Frössling J, 

Rosendal T et al. (2024) Frontiers in Veterinary Science 

11, pp. 1–10, DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2024.1337661 

World Wide 

Web link 

Közös ügyünk az 

állatvédelem 

Alapítvány 2022 

Közös ügyünk az állatvédelem Alapítvány (2022) 

Állatvédelmi témahét 2022, Közös ügyünk az 

állatvédelem - Kiadványok 

(kozosugyunkazallatvedelem.hu) [2024. 09. 04.] 

Presentation Fazekas 2024 

Fazekas F (2024) Állatkínzás – emberek elleni erőszak, 

avagy a halálos kapcsolódás. Állatvédelmi workshop, 

Miskolc, Miskolci Egyetem Állam- és Jogtudományi 

Kar. 

PhD-

dissertation 

Jámbor 2016, 

195–203. 

Jámbor A (2016) A kedvtelésből tartott állatok jogi 

védelme, PhD-disszertáció, Miskolc, Miskolci Egyetem. 

 

  

https://doi.org/10.3390/ani13071224
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2024.1337661


Annex 2. 

Guidelines for assessors 

 

1. Evaluation criteria: 

- The scientific merit of the manuscripts, their innovative contribution to the field, and the 

soundness and reliability of the research methods. 

- Clarity, logical structure of the text and soundness of conclusions and recommendations. 

- Compliance with ethical standards, purity of research data and absence of plagiarism. 

2. Judging process: 

- Reviewers should ensure that manuscripts are evaluated objectively and in detail. 

- The evaluation should be carried out using the form provided by the Editorial Office (Annex 

3). 

- The referee's report should include strengths, weaknesses and suggestions for improving the 

manuscript and whether the referee recommends its publication and, if so, whether it should be 

published unchanged, with minor changes or with major changes. 

  



Annex 3. 

Acta Animalia Hungarica Assessment Form 

Title: [Title of manuscript] 

Name of referee: [Name of referee] 

Date: [Date of review] 

 

1. General assessment of the manuscript 

Does the manuscript match the aims and scope of the journal? 

☐ Yes 

☐ No 

Comments: ___________________________________________ 

 

2. Formal requirements 

Does the manuscript match the formal requirements of a journal? 

☐ Yes 

☐ No 

Comments: ___________________________________________ 

 

3. Content review 

Is the purpose of the research clearly defined? 

☐ Yes 

☐ No 

Comments: ___________________________________________ 

Are the research methods appropriate and clearly detailed? 

☐ Yes 

☐ No 

Comments: ___________________________________________ 



Are the results properly interpreted and discussed? 

☐ Yes 

☐ No 

Comments: ___________________________________________ 

Are the citations relevant and up-to-date? 

☐ Yes 

☐ No 

Comments: ___________________________________________ 

 

4. Summary review 

• How do you assess the scientific contribution of the manuscript? 

☐ Excellent 

☐ Good 

☐ Average 

☐ Low quality 

Comments: ___________________________________________ 

 

5. Suggested measures 

• What should be the fate of the manuscript? 

☐ Accept 

☐ Acceptable with modification 

☐ Rejection 

Comments: ___________________________________________ 

 

6. Detailed review 

Please provide details of your review here, including positive and negative comments 

and any proposed changes: 



 

 

 

 

 

 

7. Other comments 

 

 

 

Signature: [Signature of the assessor] 

 

 

  



Annex 4. 

Moral and ethical principles of publishing 

 

Az Acta Animalia Hungarica (ISSN: 3058-1699) – hereinafter referred to as AAH – journal 

uses a double-blind peer review process, so all parties involved in the publication (the 

Author, the Journal Editorial Board, the Reviewer and the Publisher) must agree to the 

standards of ethical behaviour expected. This Code of Ethics is based on the COPE 

(Committee on Publication Ethics, http://publicationethics.org/about) Best Practice 

Guidelines for Journal Editors. 

 

The obligations of Authors: 

o Manuscripts must be original works that have not been offered for publication 

by another publisher and have not been previously published in a substantially 

similar form. 

o Authors must declare that they have followed ethical standards in their research 

and have all necessary permissions. 

o False or knowingly inaccurate statements on the part of the Author are 

considered unethical and unacceptable behaviour. 

o If the Authors wish to withdraw or correct any part of the study, the Authors 

should contact the Editorial Office, which will conduct a general proofreading 

process for the revised parts. 

o There is no charge for submitting the manuscript or any amendments or 

additions. 

o No remuneration will be paid to the author for publication. 

o Authors must provide all relevant information on research funding and potential 

conflicts of interest when submitting a manuscript. 

o Plagiarism and data manipulation are strictly prohibited. 

o All persons who have made a substantial contribution to the conception, design, 

execution or interpretation of the study presented should be listed as authors. 

http://publicationethics.org/about


o Contributorsshould include all those who have participated in certain essential 

stages of the research project. 

o The Corresponding Authormust ensure that all significant Authors are 

acknowledged in the study and that no unauthorised persons are identified as 

Authors. 

o In all cases, the works cited must be cited professionally. Authors must cite all 

publications that have influenced their work. 

 

Responsibilities of the Assessor: 

o The Assessor assists the Editorial Board in its decision-making.  

o Efficiency: if the Reviewer believes that he/she is not sufficiently prepared to 

evaluate the research presented in the manuscript or knows that he/she will not 

be able to complete the review within the time limit, he/she must inform the 

Editor-in-Chief and the Deputy Editor-in-Chief and withdraw from the review 

process.  

o Confidentiality: all manuscripts sent for proofreading should be considered 

confidential.  

o Objectivity: the evaluation must be carried out objectively and criticism of the 

author is not appropriate. Assessors should clearly state their opinions and, 

where necessary, provide arguments to support them.  

o Reference to sources: Reviewers should draw the attention of the Editor-in-Chief 

and Associate Editor-in-Chief to any substantial similarities or overlap between 

the manuscript under review and other previously published material known to 

the reviewer.  

o Disclosure and Conflict of Interest: Information or research findings in the 

manuscript obtained during the peer review process should be kept confidential 

and should not be used for personal advancement.  

o Reviewers may not evaluate a manuscript if they have a conflict of interest 

arising from any collaboration, competitive or other relationship with Authors, 

institutions or companies associated with the manuscript. 

 

 



Obligations of the Editorial Board: 

o Secrecy: the staff of the Editorial Office will not disclose any information about the 

manuscript submitted for publication. Exceptions to this rule are the Corresponding 

Author, the Reviewers and other editorial advisors, and the Publisher. 

o Equal opportunities: In all cases, the Editorial Board will evaluate the intellectual 

content of manuscripts without regard to the race, gender, sexual orientation, 

religious beliefs, ethnic origin, nationality or political opinions of the authors. 

o Disclosure and conflicts of interest: Members of the Editorial Board may not use 

unpublished material from a submitted manuscript for their own research without 

the written consent of the author. 

 

 


