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Instructions for reviewers - Guidelines for Manuscript Reviewers
Prostor reputation for excellence depends upon the professionalism of its reviewers. As a scholarly journal
of architecture and urban planning, it invites reviewers from various disciplines to ensure that manuscripts
meet high-quality standards appropriate to the scholarly disciplines the manuscripts represent.
Consequently, reviewers also help determine how well manuscripts make accessible, or "translate," the
sometimes technical perspectives of particular disciplines. Prostor prides itself on a developmental review
process, and wherein even rejections provide authors with valuable advice. The review should be written in
English. Exceptionally, it can be written in Croatian if the manuscript is submitted in Croatian.
Reviewer's report
Title:
Date submitted to reviewer:

Criteria rating *

N/A

1
(poor)

2

3

4

5
(outstanding)

Paper's topic fall within the
thematic scope
Paper's title reflect its content
Importance of issues raised and
likelihood of citation impact
Rigor of methodology and
analysis
Adequacy of conclusion
Clarity of scientific writing,
explanations, concepts and
presentation
Use of standard and
comprehensible professional
terminology
Adequacy of literature review
and theoretical context
Contribution to theory,
knowledge or practise
Suitability of figures and tables
(too many, too few, clarity, titles)
* To meet the publication standard of the journal, articles must have a minimum rating of 3 in ever category across the range of
evaluation criteria below

Recommendation

Accept

Continue review - minor revisions
Continue review - major revisions
Reject

Paper is categorized** as

ORIGINAL SCIENTIFIC PAPER

PRELIMINARY
COMMUNICATION

SCIENTIFIC
SUBJECT REVIEW

The original scientific paper contains theoretical and practical results of the
fundamental or applied research; it presents the original scientific research results
for the first time; It is an integral and in-depth presentation of an entirely completed
research or its completed phases which are not expected to yield some further
important results; the research can be repeated and its results tested.
The preliminary communication is the first short article describing scientific
research results which, due to their topical interest, should be published rapidly; it
contains one or more new research information without an integral overview of the
topic; it is primarily published in order to secure copyright in the name of the
author for his partial research results; it does not provide the conditions for
repeated research or testing its results.
The scientific subject review presents an integral overview of an area or a problem
with a critical review or assessment; it is based on some earlier published results
but also contains new analyses and syntheses, new relationships and/or new
hypotheses for further research; the cited literature should be comprehensive
enough to provide insight into the researched area; its systematicity, evaluation,
commentaries, conclusions and presentations of someone else's or one's own
research results give it a clear instructional purpose.

** The category of the article does not necessarily determine the quality or value of the contributions, but the nature and method
of processing the research conducted.

Would you be willing to review a revision of this manuscript

YES
NO
Confidential comments to the editor

"Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing elit, sed do eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore et
dolore magna aliqua. Ut enim ad minim veniam, quis nostrud exercitation ullamco laboris nisi ut aliquip
ex ea commodo consequat. Duis aute irure dolor in reprehenderit in voluptate velit esse cillum dolore
eu fugiat nulla pariatur. Excepteur sint occaecat cupidatat non proident, sunt in culpa qui officia
deserunt mollit anim id est laborum."
Comments to the author(s)
Please provide comments and suggestions constructive and useful for the authors to improve the scientific quality
and presentation of the manuscript. If you are submitting a reviewer’s report to reject the manuscript, you are
asked to provide the reasons for rejection.

"Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing elit, sed do eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore et
dolore magna aliqua. Ut enim ad minim veniam, quis nostrud exercitation ullamco laboris nisi ut aliquip
ex ea commodo consequat. Duis aute irure dolor in reprehenderit in voluptate velit esse cillum dolore
eu fugiat nulla pariatur. Excepteur sint occaecat cupidatat non proident, sunt in culpa qui officia
deserunt mollit anim id est laborum."
Do you want to get recognition for this review on Publons?

YES
NO
Date of the review:

