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Reviewing for PACIS 2026

Reviewing for PACIS should be taken seriously, as a reviewer has significant input into paper
acceptance decisions and may shape papers that eventually progress to publication. Therefore,
this guide should help reviewers assess submissions to PACIS 2026 and outline the essential
steps in the review process.

Reviewers must be aware of the essential steps and criteria for assessing submissions to PACIS
2026. They should also carefully read the track description for the track for which they are
reviewing, as well as the Types of Submissions information that specifies criteria for the
different kinds of submissions (including “Completed research paper” and “Short paper”).

Please become familiar with the Reviewer component of the PCS system, as described in this
guide.

Overview of the Review Process

The review process for all research papers follows a double-blind process involving several
participants, including Program Chairs, Review Coordinators, Track Chairs, Associate Editors
(AEs), and Reviewers. Therefore, authors need to anonymize their submissions (also delete
self-citations where necessary). Therefore, all parties involved in the review process should
immediately declare a conflict of interest as soon as they become aware of it. This includes
personal relationships, such as those between teacher/student or advisor/advisee, or
employment relationships within the same institution, as well as collaborations with co-
authors or current research collaborators (follow the ISR guidelines for ethical behavior in
publishing: https://pubsonline.informs.org/page/isre/guidelines-for-ethical-behavior-in-
publishing).
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When in doubt, please contact your track chairs. Additionally, at all times, all participants
involved in the review process are expected to handle submissions, reviewers, and the review
process in a confidential manner.

Overall, the PACIS 2026 review process contains several crucial steps to ensure high-quality
proceedings and presentations. Due to the high number of submissions, it is essential that you

strictly adhere to the communicated timelines to ensure a timely review process. Below are
the key steps:

1. Initial Rejection

Once the submission deadline has passed, Review Coordinators evaluate the papers primarily
for technical issues that may lead to an initial rejection. These issues include exceeding the
maximum paper length and failing to comply with the submission template. Papers that are
rejected for these reasons will not be assigned to Track Chairs. The Program Chairs will notify
the authors of any initial rejections.

2. Track Chair Assignment

Papers that meet the PACIS 2026 submission requirements are assigned to Track Chairs for their
selected Track. In very rare cases, papers that do not fit a specific track may be moved to a
more suitable one.

3. Early and Constructive Rejections

Track Chairs assign an AE for every paper, except for those that they think cannot survive the
review process (where they will write the review report themselves). For papers assigned to
them, AEs should assess each paper’s scholarly contribution and potential for PACIS 2026. If
the AE believes a paper has very little likelihood of acceptance at PACIS 2026, the AE may
recommend early rejection to the Track Chair without sending the paper out for review. The
goal is to provide authors of such papers with early feedback and offer them the opportunity
to submit their work elsewhere. If the Track Chair agrees with the AE’s recommendation, the
AE should provide a detailed review report to the authors in the system, explaining why the
paper, in its current form, is not likely to be accepted at PACIS 2026. The Track Chair then
endorses the review report, and the Program Chairs inform the authors of the decision. All
other papers continue through the regular review process.

4, Review Phase

AEs assign papers to two or three reviewers to ensure that each review team is diverse and
experienced. Specifically, each paper should be reviewed by at least one faculty member and
should not be reviewed by a panel made up entirely of PhD students.

Questions? Email: pacis2026prog@gmail.com 2




ot

) Q 2R
PAC!S 2026 Last updated 6 March 2026

If you are serving as a reviewer, it is essential to provide detailed, constructive feedback on
each paper you evaluate. Additionally, make sure that your comments to the authors and to
the AE and Track Chairs are consistent with the quantitative scores and recommendations you
submit in the review system.

Reviewers are required to adhere to the Al Usage Guidelines for AIS Conferences. You must not
upload any part of the authors' submissions into generative Al tools. While generative Al tools
can be used to refine your reviews, they should not be used to write the review itself. When
submitting your review in PCS, you need to disclose and justify your use of generative Al.
Violations of this Al policy may be referred to the AlS research conduct committee for further
investigation. As a reviewer, you are expected to provide the authors with objective and
respectful feedback based on your expertise. This responsibility cannot be delegated to an Al
tool. By submitting your review, you accept full responsibility for it, regardless of whether any
Al was used.

5. Associate Editor Reports

AEs are required to write a report for each paper based on the comments from the review
team as well as their own assessment. This report should be thorough and clearly express the
AE's views on the fundamental reasons for recommending whether to accept or reject the
paper. In cases where reviewers provide short or unhelpful feedback, the AE should elaborate
further in their report. If the AE suggests conditional acceptance of a paper, they must include
a comprehensive list of issues the authors must address to have the paper accepted at PACIS
2026, given the tight revision timeline for this conference.

6. Track Chair Decisions

The Track Chairs review all the AE reports and assessments to create a final shortlist of papers
recommended for acceptance in their track. Since reviewers' and AEs' standards vary, Track
Chairs should not rely solely on the quantitative scores from the review team. When necessary,
they should read the papers and consider the reviewers' qualitative comments when making
their recommendations.

7. First Decision

Based on recommendations from the Track Chairs, the Program Chairs will evaluate all
submissions and ultimately make decisions on each paper. The Program Chairs will inform the
authors of these decisions. To clarify, reviewers, Associate Editors (AEs), and Track Chairs only
provide recommendations for the papers; it is the Program Chairs who make the final decisions
to accept or reject papers, informed by the entire review process.

8. Revisions
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During the revision process, authors are required to modify their papers based on the received
reviews and submit a camera-ready version that includes author information and
acknowledgments. The revised papers should follow the revision template. After resubmission,
the Track Chairs will review the revised papers to ensure that all concerns raised by the review
team, as detailed in the AE report, have been adequately addressed. If the authors do not
address these concerns, their paper will be rejected. To expedite the review process, authors
must provide a point-by-point response to the review feedback. Final acceptance notifications
will be sent to authors by the Program Chairs.

Writing a Review of a Submission
Below, you will find information on navigating the review process and the PCS system.

Logging In
1. Go to the PACIS 2026 submission site: https://new.precisionconference.com/user/login

2. Enter your “Username or Email” and “Password” and click “Sign in.”

a. If this is your first time logging in, refer to the login email that you received from the
Precision Conference System (PCS) or enter the email address that you provided when
you agreed to be a reviewer.

b. If you do not know your password or have forgotten it, click on the “Reset my password”
link.

NaPCS

Precision Conference Solutions

Sign in below to submit a contribution, to sign up as a reviewer, or to review assigned submissions.

Username or Email !
Password |

|_S\gn in ‘

Create an account

Reset my password

Menu Options

1. Once logged in, from the PACIS 2026 PCS home page, select “Reviews” and then “Review”
under the “Reviews in Progress” heading for the PACIS 2026 Submissions.
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NPCS

Reviews

Submissions Raviews Account

Reviews in Progress Help

Assigned * Completed Category Action
PACIS 2022 Submissions Review

Reviewing Submissions

1. After you click on “Review,” you can see the paper assigned to you and choose to “Accept
review” or “Decline review” in the “Actions” column.

2. If you choose to accept review, then you can edit your submission to complete it.

Submissions to Review Heip
Status “ ID Submission Note Actions
tentative 1002 *a Accept review

Decline review

3. Click “Edit review” to provide your review report.

Submissions to Review | Help |
Status * ID Submission Note Actions
incomplete 1002 *g it revi

a. Once you click “Edit review,” the first thing you will need to do is to provide a rating of
your own expertise and your overall rating of the submission:
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Expertise
Provide your expertise in the topic area of this paper

- Expert

o Knowledgeable

© Passing Knowledge
© No Knowledge

Qverall Evaluation
Provide your overall rating of the paper.

- Strong Accept: | would argue strongly for accepting this paper.

© Possibly Accept: | would argue for accepting this paper

- Neutral: Overall | would not argue for accepting or rejecting this paper.

© Possibly Reject: The submission is weak and probably shouldn't be accepted, but there is some chance it should get in.
' Reject: | would argue for rejecting this paper.

b. Fillin “Comments to the Authors ”
c. Fillin the “Comments to the Associate Editor”

d. Select “Best Paper Award Nomination”

Best Paper Award Nomination

i Yes
1Mo

4. Finally, to complete your review, please click on the “Record Changes” button.

Record Changas ‘

5. You should receive a confirmation mail and the status of the review should change to

" ”
complete
& The review has been recorded.
Submissions to Review Help
Status * ID  Submission Note Actions
complete 1002 *a Edit review

Importance of a Timely Review

The PACIS 2026 review process contains several crucial steps to ensure high-quality
proceedings and presentations. Due to the high number of submissions, it is essential that all
involved parties strictly adhere to the communicated timelines to ensure a timely review
process. Reviewers play a key role in ensuring AEs, TCs, and the Program Chairs meet their
deadlines. In order for AEs to complete their reports, TCs to record their decisions, and the
Program Chairs to be able to notify authors on time, it is imperative that you submit your
review by April 19, 2026.
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