
Architecture Civil Engineering Environment (ACEE) is dedicated to fair, fast, and 
professional double-blind peer review. We make every effort to ensure that the review process 
runs in a timely manner. ACEE tries to offer their authors timely advice on how to make the 
manuscripts as useful for prospective readers as possible.  

Reviewers are asked to comply with the Editorial Policy when submitting their reviews. 
The Reviewers should make an objective, impartial evaluation of scientific merits of the 
manuscript. If a manuscript is believed to not meet the standards of the journal or is otherwise 
lacking in scientific rigor or contains major deficiencies, the reviewers should attempt to 
provide constructive criticism to assist the Authors in ultimately improving their work. If a 
manuscript is believed to be potentially acceptable for publication but needs to be improved, 
it is invited for reconsideration with the expectation that the Authors will fully address the 
Reviewer's suggestions.  

When preparing the reports, the Reviewers are asked to consider the following points:  
• Originality and significance of presented work. 
• Research program and choice of methods. 
• Reliability of the results and validity of the conclusions. 
• Organization of the manuscript. 
• Choice of references. 
• Language. 

Reviewers should alert the Editors if they suspect any issues relating to Author’s misconduct 
such as plagiarism. 

The Sectional Editor seeks advice from experts in the appropriate field. The articles are 
refereed by a minimum of two reviewers. At least one reviewer has a different affiliation 
country than the author. Papers are reviewed in the double blind review process (authors do 
not know the reviewers’ identity, as well as the authors’ identities are not known for 
reviewers).   



Every care is taken so that there is no conflict of interest between the Authors and the 
Reviewers, thus the Reviewers invited by the Editors should reveal any potential conflict of 
interest they may have with respect to the manuscript or the Authors. All likely personal, 
professional or financial conflicts of interest should be considered. Authors are requested to 
suggest persons competent to review their manuscript, however, the final selection of 
reviewers is exclusively the Editor's decision. 

The reviews are submitted in the written form through the separate Review form for Author 
and Review form for Editor (confidential to the Authors), with a clear conclusion on 
acceptance, revision or rejection of the paper. There following types of recommendations can 
be given:  

1. Accepted without amendments 
2. Accepted with minor amendments 
3. Accepted with major amendments 
4. Substantial amendments are required 
5. Declined 

Reviewers are asked to submit their reviews within 30 days after the acceptance of the 
invitation for review or to inform the Editor as soon as possible if they are not able to do so. 
Once all reviews have been received and considered by the Editor, a decision letter to the 
author is drafted.  

The Reviewers may be asked by the Editor for the review of a revised manuscript if this was 
the recommendation of the Reviewer or when the Editor needs further assistance before 
making final decision on the article. General review rules apply in this case.  

We gratefully acknowledge the support of our Reviewers who devoted their time and 
attention to assess the papers submitted to our journal in the past years. 
A Certificate of Review is issued to each Reviewer for their submitted review. The journal 
publishes also a list of Reviewers for every past year. 


