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Reviewer’s Report Form

Dear reviewer,

Thank you for agreeing to review a research paper for the ISVS e-journal. Hence,
we would kindly ask you to complete the form below. Once completed, please send your
comments back to the editor of the ISVS e-journal. We also request you to kindly
complete your report within 10 days after you received the paper. If there are any
problems with the document, i.e. missing tables, or incomplete texts etc., please
contact the editor as soon as possible.

Title of paper: Mascarons in the Architecture of the Late Lviv Secession in 1908-1914
in Ukraine

Reviewers Evaluation

Aspect 112 |3 |4 |5
1. The paper investigates a significant issue 4
2. The paper discusses current knowledge adequately S
3. The paper has a clear analysis and argument 4
4. The paper is scientifically sound S
5. The paper makes a significant contribution to knowledge 5

1. Lowest 3. Neutral 5. Highest

Specific Observations

Introduction

1. Is the issue investigated clearly stated? reasonable

2. Is the background to this issue clearly explained? somewhat

3. Are the aims and objectives of the research well stated? Not clear
4. Other observations and comments:

Research background

1. Does it have a good review of previous and relevant literature? There is some, but need to refine
2. Is the theoretical basis clear? Somewhat, but need clarity

3. Other observations and comments:

Research Methodology

1. Has the research employed sound methods? No

2. Are the details of the research techniques and tools clearly explained? Somewhat, but not clear
3. Are the details sufficient (case study introductions etc)? write better

4. Other observations and comments:
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Findings

1.
2.
3.

4.

Are the findings clearly presented? Very descriptive and not analystical

Have the sources of data acknowledged? Few and inadequate for a historical analysis

Are there data resulting from the method explained before? Inadequate. Many techniques
mentioned, but there are no clear data from those techniques.

Other observations and comments: If document survey was done, make a list of the documents.

Analysis and Conclusion

1.

2.

3.

4.
5.

s there a sound analysis? Somewhat but the analysis techniques must be explained

and applied to analyze the data. Essay is not analytical.

Has the analysis led to meaningful conclusions? Some conclusions are there, difficult to grasp.
Perhaps, at the end of each section, summarize the preliminary conclusions.

Do the analysis and the conclusions relate well to the research issues? They do. But they need
clarity.

Does it have recommendations to address to issue? not much

Other observations and comments: Since the paper is dealing with how styles have changed
and how ideas and how they have manifested over time, it is recommended that this is
done properly and the title reflects this.

A. QUALITY ASSESSMENT

1.

Follows appropriate ethical guidelines
yes

comments:

. Has redundant and / or unnecessary parts

Sentences are too long
comments:

. Has any lack of argumentation, i.e.

Argument is not clear
comments: some parts could be strengthened such that the paper is understood better by the

ISVS audience. Use short sentences. Separate paragraphs when ideas change.

. Has correct citations using the Harvard style

No
comments: Use Harvard style. Use name, year only. No initials

5. Spelling, grammar and the use of the language is satisfactory

No.
comments: Writing must be re-examined for clarity. Use short meaningful statements.
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6. The list of references are well composed with correct details
No
comments: There are issues. Please use Harvard style and complete the information. Pay
attention to prepositions at the appropriate place.

Final Decision
2.Accept after revisions

Summary of the overall observations of the paper:
(Please write your general observations here)

| would like to thank the authors for their submission regarding this very
interesting and timely subject. | believe that the paper would greatly benefit from a
reconceptualization as a large-scale survey of documents, in which case, the methods
must be re-written. The documents must be listed in a table and what data was taken
from each document must be mentioned systematically. However, following are
recommendations for the authors to improve the manuscript.

Appropriate and high-quality visual material should be added, which fully
emphasizes and complements all the arguments presented in the article. It is also
better to combine the photo evidence 1 and 2 into one common Figure. It is better also
to place Figures 3-8 as text-Figure or Figure-text, and not just insert them one by one.
In addition, please check whether all streets are transliterated correctly. In my opinion,
the text needs to provide a clear definition of the term "mascarone” so that readers
who are not familiar with the term can understand the point.

In addition, it would be useful to explain the historical and cultural significance
of mascarones in the wider context of European architectural history.

The article should also preferably indicate the influence of the use of
mascarons during the late Lviv Secession period on subsequent architectural styles or
current in the region or beyond. In this case, the title should reflect this orientation.




