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INSTRUCTIONS FOR REVIEWERS

Dear Reviewer,
thank you for accepting the invitation to review the manuscript. The review process is conducted via the online platform of the conference Occupational Safety and Health. Please submit your review within the specified deadline and take into account all the aspects listed below when preparing your review.
1. General Review Guidelines
The deadline for submitting the review is 14 days from the date you receive the manuscript via the platform. If you are unable to complete the review within the given timeframe, please inform the Organising Committee.
When writing your review, please evaluate the following aspects of the manuscript:
1.1. Title and Abstract
· Is the title clear, concise, and informative?
· Does the title reflect the content of the paper?
· Is the abstract written according to the guidelines (up to 10 lines, in English)?
· Does the abstract contain all key information (objective, methods, results, conclusion)?
· Do the keywords correspond to the topic of the paper?
1.2. Structure and Composition
· Is the paper logically structured and clearly divided into sections?
· Is the content clear and coherent both conceptually and linguistically?
· Is the introduction sufficient for understanding the research context?
· Are the conclusions supported by the research results?
1.3. Originality and Scientific Contribution
· Is the research topic current and relevant?
· Does the paper present original results or new insights?
· Are the contribution and novelty clearly highlighted compared to existing research?
· Are the hypotheses or research questions clearly defined and addressed?
1.4. Methodology
· Is the methodology appropriate and sufficiently described?
· Can the research be replicated based on the described methodology?
· Is the statistical analysis, where applicable, correct?
1.5. Results and Discussion
· Are the results clearly presented and aligned with the research objectives?
· Are tables and figures clear, properly numbered, and described?
· Is the discussion sufficiently in-depth and analytical?
1.6. References
· Is the list of references appropriate and up to date?
· Are references properly cited in the text and formatted according to ISO 690?
· Are any key works missing that should be cited?

1.7. Technical and Language Quality
· Has the paper been proofread and is it free of grammatical and spelling errors?
· Is the paper formatted according to the author guidelines (template, font, margins, length)?
· Does the paper meet technical requirements (max. 6 pages, Arial 10 pt, A4 format)?
2. Paper Classification
Based on the reviewer’s recommendation, the paper should be classified into one of the following categories:

	Category
	Description

	Original scientific paper	
	Contains previously unpublished results of original scientific research.

	Review paper
	Provides a comprehensive overview of research on a specific topic with critical analysis.

	Professional paper
	Presents useful findings obtained through applied or developmental research.

	Other
	Papers that do not fall into the above categories but are relevant to the Book of Proceedings.


The reviewer proposes a category, while the final decision is made by the Professional-Scientific Committee based on both reviews.
3. Reviewer Recommendation
After evaluating all aspects, please select one of the following recommendations:

	Recommendation
	Description

	Accept without revisions
	The paper is ready for publication in its current form

	Accept with minor revisions
	The paper requires minor corrections that do not require re-review

	Accept with major revisions
	The paper requires significant revisions and a new review before publication

	Reject
	The paper does not meet the minimum requirements for publication


4. Review Procedure via the Platform

The review process is conducted entirely through the online conference platform as follows:
:

· Assigned manuscripts are available in the user interface.
· The reviewer completes the review form directly on the platform.
· The reviewer may upload an anonymous and annotated manuscript with comments (optionally).
· The review is saved and submitted to the Professional-Scientific Committee via the platform.
· The Professional-Scientific Committee forwards the reviewer’s comments anonymously to the authors via the same platform.
5. Ethical Principles
· Reviewers must not use unpublished ideas or data from the manuscript for personal purposes.
· Any conflict of interest (e.g., familiarity with the author, competing research) must be reported to the Chair of the Professional-Scientific Committee, and the reviewer should decline the review if necessary.
· Reviewers must maintain confidentiality and must not share the manuscript with third parties.
· Reviews must be constructive, objective, and based on arguments.
6. Notes from the Professional-Scientific Committee
A manuscript will be accepted for publication based on positive reviews. In case of discrepancies between reviews, the Chair of the Scientific Committee will decide on further action.
Reviewer comments are forwarded to the authors for revision and correction. Rejected manuscripts are not returned to the authors.

Thank you for your efforts and your valuable contribution to the quality of the Book of Proceedings!

For the Professional-Scientific Committee of the Occupational Safety and Health Conference

Manuela Žakula
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