Table 1. Reliability coefficients and satisfaction indices for authors and reviewers
	Group
	Sample size (n)
	Cronbach’s alpha
	Mean satisfaction index (5-point scale)

	Authors
	15
	0.820
	4.383

	Reviewers
	21
	0.900*
	4.329


Notes: Cronbach’s alpha values above 0.7 indicate acceptable internal consistency. 
*Reviewer scale reliability after removal of one inconsistent item (R_RD: review duration).
Source: Authors and peer reviewers’ survey and statistical analysis using JASP software (UPTJS, 2025-2026).
Table 2. Thematic coding of qualitative responses, including AI-related practices and perceptions
	Category
	Theme
	Authors (%) (n=15)
	Reviewers (%) (n=21)

	System usability
	No major difficulties reported
	66.7
	66.7

	System usability
	Reported operational difficulties
	33.3
	33.3

	Improvement suggestions
	No improvement suggestions
	60.0
	84.6

	Improvement suggestions
	Requested system improvements
	40.0
	15.4

	Desired future features
	AI-assisted review support
	20.0
	—

	Desired future features
	Automated checking tools (e.g., AI screening)
	20.0
	—

	AI usage in peer review
	Reported using AI tools (e.g., ChatGPT)
	—
	66.7

	AI perception
	Perceived AI improves review quality
	—
	53.3

	AI perception
	Identified risks of AI misuse
	—
	40.0


Notes: Percentages represent valid responses within each group. Multiple responses were permitted for some items. 

