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Types of Peer Review

Single-blind

Double-blind

Open

Transparent

Collaborative or Interactive

Post-publication, Post-publication commenting, and Pre-print

commenting




The peer review process

Author
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Final decision

Assigned Triage decision: Editor
to editor desk reject or send assesses
to referees review
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Accepted

Minor revisions

Major revisions

Reject and Resubmit

Rejection
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ACCOUNTABILITY

PEER REVIEW SKRILLSET
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o Timely?

« Professional?

« Unbiased?
Self-motivated?




PEER REVIEW SRKILLSET

TRANSPARENCY

» Willing to disclose personal issues?

e Bring to light ethical problems?
» Stand-up for professional standards?
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F1000 Research: Driving_integrity and trust in research: A peer ;
review toolkit

COPE Ethical guidelines for peer reviewers

GSA Journals Peer Review Training Program

PLOS Peer Review Center

Altum: 5 Steps to Running a Successful Grant Peer Review

TXST Library Peer Review Week Libguide

15


https://think.f1000research.com/peer-review-toolkit/?utm_source=shared_link&utm_medium=post&utm_campaign=JRI31475
https://publicationethics.org/resources/guidelines/cope-ethical-guidelines-peer-reviewers
https://genetics-gsa.org/career-development/peer-review-training-program/
https://plos.org/resources/for-reviewers/
https://altum.com/resources/5-steps-to-running-a-successful-grant-peer-review/
https://guides.library.txstate.edu/c.php?g=1333022

University Libraries

Librar}r Guides
romyre erycors T

Texas State University * Library Guides » Special Topics Guid=s * P=er Aeview We=k * Home

Peer Review Week .

Whather vou are newy to pear reviewing or are 8 ssasoned professionsl, this guide will provide yvou with information o betisr undaerstand the poar rovisw process

and landscape. Inspired by Peer Roview Week, it will be updated yearly 1o offer new resources.

Feer Review Wesk 20232 Poor revigwy wesk iz an annual wesk dedicated 1o the scholarly orocess of paar ravigw,

Digital Publishing Librarian . .
What is peer review?

cording to the Cornmittes on Publicstion Ethics {COPE), "Pear e iz the process by which a piece of scian
research is assessed by others—a researcher’s fellow pears—whe sre suitably qualifisd and abls to judge the piece
of work under review in tarmms of novelty, scundness and significancs”™ (20071,

helps to ansure theat high-guslity, accuratse, and sthical work iz being publishaed. It is an integral part of
the ressarch process and & staple in the scademic research cormmmunity. Students can slzo benafit from learning the
paar review process. In the boox Studen-Led Peer Rewvign: A Fractical Gu
and Adod, 5, the authors state that "studentdad pear review is 8 poweriul oo 0s sludents
rrastar scadernic contant, improve the guslity of their work, and dovelop self-avaluative, interpersonsi, snd practical
workplace skills”™ [Lowse at. al, 2022).

How does it work?
Krizstin Van Diest

Sheharners Onoe & manuscript is submitied o a journal for publication, an editor or editorial team colisboratas with & group of
pear revigwers to evalusta it Ususlly the editorish function as the initial screening leyver, through which menuscripis
EMAIL ME that are doemead within scope and of high gquslity are passed on to peser reviewers for cormmenting and review. The
pear revicwears then read the manuscript, meking notes of commenting 83 th fit. Each journal has g set of
guidelines for pear reviawers to follow that can be extensive or simple. Following the ravisw, tha annotated

Zchedule Appointment T : : J EE i
rrEnuscript is then retumed 1o the author, sllong with the decision of the pear reviewsr. Decizions can fall undar

five rmsjor categorias:

1. Accept: the reviewsar belisves that the manuscript is ready for publication a5 is.



GET STARTED

HOW TO
10 Tips for Getting Started as a Peer
Reviewer

Are you thinking about being a peer reviewer but aren’t
sure where to start? Are you concerned that you don't
have...

Read more...

READ A MANUSCRIPT

HOW TO

How to Read a Manuscript as a Peer
Reviewer

What should you focus on when you review a scientific
manuscript? This guide walks you through the process
of reading a paper...

Read more...

Reviewer Resources

About

RESPOND TO AN INVITATION

HOW TO

You've Been Invited to Review. Now
What?

When you get an invitation to review a manuscript for a
journal, what's the first thing you should do? How do
you...

Read more...

WRITE A REVIEW

HOW TO

How to Write a Peer Review

When you write a peer review for a manuscript, what
should you include in your comments? What should
you leave out? And...

Read more...
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