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Peer Review Procedures 

 The editorial policy of the ”ISTROS” Journal, edited by the Museum of Brăila “Carol 
I”, is to publish important studies, articles, notes, reviews from the fields of archaeology and 
history, from Prehistory to the Middle Ages. For this goal, we have an Honour Board and an 
Executive Editorial Board, whose members are specialists in the fields of interest for the 
journal, from Romania and abroad as well. 

 The foreign experts in the Honour Board are famous professors, from universities or 
national institutes of research, and the members of the Executive Editorial Board are also 
prestigious professors and scholars specialized in those periods concerned in the studies and 
articles published by the Journal. 

 These personalities are both reputablescientists and good editors. 

 The articles we receive for publication are directedto the members of the Editorial 
Board, according to the epoch and theme in question, and then we have objective review 
procedures, under the system called “open peer review”. 

 After the members of the editorial board review the manuscript, they send it to an 
expert reviewer, chosen from the specialists in archaeology and history, whose name is not 
known by the authors. After reading and reviewing the article, the expert fills in a check list 
(A) and, if necessary, sends the suggestions to the authors (B), and, in all cases, sends the 
recommendations to the editorial board (C). 

A. Check list 
Criteria Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory 

Proper wording of 
the title of the 
article 

   

Relevance of the 
abstract, of the key-
words and their 
place in the article 
content 
 

   

The work is well 
structured, 
according to the 
topic in question 

   

Scientific side of 
the work 

   

Degree of novel 
approach 

   

Originality in 
treating the tackled 
topic 

   
 
 



 
Concision and 
accuracy in 
presenting the text 

   

Adequate language    
 

Solid argumentation 
of the ideas 
 

   

Absence of errors, 
wrong conceptions, 
ambiguities 

   

Compatibility of the 
topic  with the 
journal’s field of 
interest  

   

The references are 
supporting the work 
idea 

   

References from 
important journals, 
famous on a 
national and 
international scale 
(ISI, CNCSIS, 
B/B+, A etc.) 

   

 
B. Suggestions made to the authors 

The reviewer sends to the editorial board the check list filled in. If he has 
recommendations for the author, he will present them in the word file with the 
reviewed article, in a brief and synthetic manner. 

C. Recommendations to the editorial board 
After reviewing the paper, the reviewer recommends to the editors the following: 
1. to publish the paper as it is, with no amendments; 
2. to publish the paper with very few amendments; 
3. to publish the paper in a revised form, according to the reviewer’s 

recommendations; 
4. to not publish the paper. 

 

 

 

 

 


