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Information for Reviewers

Neurology®
The Official Journal of the American Academy of Neurology

Information for Reviewers

Purpose and rewards of peer review

Neurology® strives to pubish superb studies i clinical neurology. Peer reviewars’ opinions of manuseripls are
invaluable in assisting the Editor-in-Chief and Associate Ediors in making their decisions. In addtion to
helping assess the value of a manuscript for the scieniifc terature and Neurology i particular, reviewers help

authors to improve their manuscripts by recommending areas for the author to address (either for Neurology
or an altemate jounal if a manuscript is ultimately rejected by Neurology)

Comments for the Editor

in addition to the information provided to the authors, the comments to the Editor should make a confidential
recommendation o help guide the Editors in making a decision about the ulmate disposition of the paper.
Candid advice paralleling the comments to the authors is welcomed

i your comments to the editor, state your opinion about whether the study is an important contribution to the
literature and appropriate for Neurology and its audience; whether it is controversial, or whether you think it
needs an editorial to explain, expand, o highlight certain results. In addition to recommending that the paper
be accepted, rejected. or revised for further consideration, we rely heavily on our reviewers to note whether
there is any evidence of breach of publication or scientifc ethics:

« Overlap or duplicate publication: Have data from this paper baen published previously? Do you see
avidence of plagiarism
Do you have concerns about scientifc fraud or failure of the authors to disclose any conflicts of
interest?
/ou have concerns about any violation of ethical treatment of human subjects?

http://www. ite/misc/info_review.xhtml

Information for Reviewers

ANNALS OF

FAMILY MEDICINE

WIWWANNFAMMED. ORG

a Better Reviewer
(and Writer and Researcher, too)

Characteristics of Excellent Reviews

Excellent reviews

Discloses any potential conflicts of interest

Explains the reviewer's view of his or her intended role or expertise, e.9. topic expert,
methodologist, practitioner

Is respectful

Offers specific constructive comments.

Is appropriate in length

Helps editors with the decision on acceptance.

Comments on how the report fits in the state of current knowledge on the topic.
Comments on the importance, impact or action related to the study.

Comments on the appropriateness of the paper for this journal

Offers rationales for reviewer

Supports comments with references, when possible.

Makes helpful suggestions on the general organization, format and display of data
Points out areas that are unclear in text, tables or figures.

http:/iwww. ite/mi i les.pdf

Information for Reviewers

DISAPPOINTING REVIEWS

Negative Review

This paper is an excellent example of academic work with minimal practical value. It did
not, and by the author's admission, cou/d not measure any change in outcome. While
the study identified a number of contributing limitations, none appeared to significantly
negate the authors’ essential conclusions and recommendations. Comments by section
are as follows:

ABSTRACT--too much space is spent on descriptive data and not enough space on the
main results of the study.

INTRO-- good literature review, but can't tell why they did the study.

METHODS-- Good description of analysis plan, but their selection of outcome is not

meaningful to practicing clinicians.

http://www. i i pdf
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Information for Reviewers

DISAPPOINTING REVIEWS

Review that copy edits instead of evaluating content

This is a well done study that sheds light on the gap between the subjectivity of practice
and the objectivity of evidence based medicine that is becoming the standard of care.

1 think this is the main point of the paper and should be more emphasized. It speaks to a
need for on-going education in risk assessment using an objective and evidence based
approach. Also the authors should consider using a formal testing of agreement such as
Kappa or other test of agreement or comrelation.

2nd 1 suggest " instead of ic issues” — less

1st sentence: Do you mean “translating” vs “incorporating™?

4th sentence: “Human” should be “human”

2nd sentence: | suggest taking out * " (eg, “updated barriers and
facilitators...”

Last sentence — “four” is mis-spelled

1st paragraph - It would look cleaner to spell out “%" each time.

3rd sentence — should “increase in age gap” be “increase in predicted age gap™?

Last sentence — too long

Isn't thus” traditionally followed by a comma?

http:/iwww. ite/mi i pdf

Information for Reviewers

Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery & PRS Global Open
Reviewer Hand Book

Thank you for all you do as a reviewer for Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery and
PRS Global Open. We never forget that you are donating your time, enthusiasm, and
great expertise to your peers so our Journal will continue to enhance our specialty
worldwide.

Contents
I General Tips: Agreeing &
1L Content of the Review
111. Earning CME Credit by reviewing for PRS.
i ions and ialti

v.cl

V. How toadd ! i Dates” in Enkwell
ic Date i

VI Reviewer Statistic:

FSwowwi

=

http://edmgr.ovid. RS_and_PRS_Global_Open_Reviewer_Handbook.pdf

Information for Reviewers

Once your review has been submitted the review is graded by the Editorial Staff and
the Editor-in-Chief before the comments are sent to the authors.
o Reviews Graded > 70 are eligible for CME credit.

o CME Eligible Review Example
* Inthisreview, the reviewer answered question #11, gave honest

comments and concerns about the manuscript to the Editor, and
gave meaningful, constructive comments to the Authors without
being negative,
o CME Non-Eligible Review Example 3

* “Inflammatory, insulting comments."

v The reviewis not constructive ifit berates the authors or questions
their intelligence, motivations, or character. These comments could
have been said much more constructively|

http://edmgr.ovid. RS_and_PRS_Global_Open_Reviewer_Handbook.pdf

Information for Reviewers

160202 reviewer-comments.pdf 1738 [

THE ROYAL SOCIETY

ROYAL SOCIETY
PUBLISHING OPEN

SCIENCE

Body reserves mediate trade-offs between life-history traits:
new insights from small pelagic fish reproduction

Pablo Brosset, Josep Lioret, Marta Mufioz, Christian Fauvel, Elisabeth Van Beveren,
Virginie Marques, Jean-Marc Fromentin, Frédéric Ménard and Claire Saraux

Article citation details.
Soc. open sci. 3: 160202
hitp:idx doi 0rg/10. 1098/rs0s. 160202

Original submission. 21 March 2016 Note: Reports are unedited and appear as
¥ fewised submisaion: 27 July 2016 Submitied by the referse. The review history
2% revised submission: 5 September 2016 appears in chronological order.

Final acceptance: 5 September 2016

Review History
RSOS-160202.R0 (Original submission)

Review form: Reviewer 1

Essential Elements

A. (Summary of the content of the manuscript)
B. Main review points
C. Minor review points

Recommendation) — only to the editors

Ask for minor revision for likely acceptance

D. (
v Accept for publication without revision
v
v Request major revision for another review process
v

Reject outright

General Comments:

1. The manuscript needs to be edited for grammar and
syntax.

2. Abstract. This is too wordy and unhelpful. We do not need
to read a litany of information in the introduction.

3. First paragraph: The authors introduce the term EMR for
the first time, and need expand the abbreviation here.

4. This study is useless because there have been larger trials

that have shown similar findings.

110

CHEhhIZnerS] 2017 K36t A=z - 225 -



17
0x
rE

% Essential Elements

U Separating major from minor concerns

v" Useful expressions for major concerns

+ “Major concerns are”
+ ‘“Itis very concerning that”
* “This section is problematic because”

+ “XYZ problems may affect the integrity of the
study.”

* “[XYZ] are among the main issues of”

% Essential Elements

QO Separating major from minor concerns

v Useful expressions for minor concerns

* “Minor issues include [XYZ].”
* ‘“Less significantly”

+ “Some minor editorial suggestions regarding
[Xyzy

@ Common Review Tasks

U Summary

U Evaluation
a. Compliments
b. Criticisms

- Making requests for revisions

% Evaluation Language

Examples:
There are difficulties with such a position.
Inevitably, several crucial questions are left unanswered
by this insightful ...
... timely/interesting/stimulating article
It might have been more relevant for the author to have written
The tables/figures do little to help the reader...
... may leave the readers confused as it fails to ...
The author’s prose is littered with unnecessary jargon...

The author’s critique of...might seem harsh but is well supported within th
e literature

*  When considering all the data presented... it is not clear that

% Evaluation Language

» Evaluative adjectives

Example:

In this study, the author attempts to
show that ...”

Evaluation Language

Evaluative adjectives

P+ = very positive P = positive 0 = neutral
N = negative N+ = very negative

( 0 )unusual
( N )small
( P )useful
( P )careful

( N ) limited
( N )restricted

( P )significant

( 0 ) competent

( 0 )exploratory ( P+ ) remarkable

Chehel A eS| 20174 H36Xt A ka2 - 22 -
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% Evaluation Language

Compliments

» Evaluative adjectives

P+ = very positive P = positive 0 = neutral
N = negative N+ = very negative

( O ) ambitious ( O ) modest
( N+) flawed

( P ) interesting/engaging

( P+)important

( P )innovative

( P+)impressive ( P+)elegant

( O ) preliminary ( N+ ) unsatisfactory

Examples:

1) “Despite the various studies, this manuscript
provides for the first time, to our knowledge, a
detailed study of the ...”

2) “Strengths of the study include ...”

3) “This manuscript deals with an interesting and

important topic that is ...”

Criticisms

a. Softening Criticism: Use third person

perspective
Compare:

(x) You need to include ...

(o) This paper/The manuscript/The author

needs to include ...

Criticisms

b. Softening Criticism: Use conditionals

Examples:

1) The discussion would have been somewhat
more relevant if the paper included more
recent literature to support his views.

2) The article would be more persuasive if the

paper related the findings to ...

Information structure

% Information Structure

Exercise:

1) Although Jaesung is a nice guy, he drinks a lot.
2) Although Jaesung drinks a lot, he’s a nice guy.
3) Jaesung is a nice guy, but he drinks a lot.

4) Jaesung drinks a lot, but he is a nice guy.

12
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% Basic IS Principles

Criticisms

A. Main clause

Example: Even though it’s raining, | am going out for a
walk.

B. End placement

Example: This study examined the relationship between
A and B.

Compare: The relationship between A and B was
examined in this study.

c. Softening criticism: present good news and

bad news in pairs

Compare (evaluative adjectives):

In this impressive but flawed study, Hyland...

In this flawed but impressive study, Hyland...

Criticisms

c. Softening criticism:
present good news and bad news in pairs

1) This study is an important contribution and
warrants swift publication, but some points
need attention.

Compare:

2) Some points need attention, but this study is
an important contribution and warrants swift
publication.

Criticisms
3) Although | found the discussion of the three

theories of XXX very interesting, | found it difficult
to relate them to the rest of the paper.

4) The ideas are clear here, but | think adding the

following specific functions and data would allow
the information system to be more complete.

% Hedging (Vague Language)

d. Softening criticism: Use hedging

Types ____________[Examples______|

Introductory verbs seem, tend, appear to be, believe,
suggest, think, look like

would, may, might, could
often, sometimes, usually, seldom

Modal auxiliary verbs
Frequency Adverbs

Probability adverbs
Modal nouns

unlikely, probable, possible
assumption, possibility, probability
It could be the case that

It might be suggested that

It may be possible to obtain
It is important to develop

That clauses

To-clause + adjective

http://www.uefap. iti htm

Hedging

Impression made:

Native English speakers think that non-native English
speakers who do not use hedging are

“assertive, intellectually confrontational or
bordering on arrogant at times”

Non-native English speakers think that native English
speakers who use hedging are

“too cautious, non-committal or elusive”

o
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@ Other Use of Hedging

Q A politeness interpretation

Ex) | think, | feel, | found

Example:

I thought the authors did an excellent job of

describing their position on the issue.

@ Sample Peer Review

Based on my own reading of your paper, | share the
reviewer’s concerns about two issues in particular. First, |
thought that it would be very helpful to the reader if
there was some representation of the adherence data as
a function of stigma levels. For example, a figure depicting
how electronically-monitored adherence varied as a
function of racial discrimination might provide a more

intuitive sense of the size of the observed effect.

@ Sample Peer Review

Continued:

Second, given the proportion of participants who report a
heterosexual orientation, it might be worthwhile to address
the relationship between perceived discrimination and self-
identification of sexual orientation in your sample. | also have
two minor editorial suggestions regarding the Tables: 1) in
order to conserve journal space, please integrate the data
from Table 1 into the text, and 2) in Table 2, please reserve
the asterisks for significant effects, and consider using a

different symbol (e.g., +) to highlight the marginal difference.

Making Requests

Table 3. Categories of speech acts and examples from the reviewers” reports.

Speech acts Examples

Directions Reanalyze your data. (direct speech act)
Research question 1 has not been dealt (indirect speech act)
with in the paper.
Suggestions Below are some references to intercultural (direct speech act)
communication I suggest you familiarize
yourself with.
It would be worth citing a more recent volume. — (indirect speech act)
Clarification Clarify what is meant by “business discourse’. (direct speech act)
requests Are you saying that bilinguals are naturally (indirect speech act)

more creative than monolinguals?
Recommendations [ recommend a thorough rewrite of the
paper before submission.

(direct speech act)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03075079.2013.818641

@ Other Language Points

U Strength of claims

U Reporting verbs

Probability

@ Useful expressions

It is certain that

It is almost certain that

It is very probable/highly likely that
It is possible that

It is unlikely that

It is very/highly unlikely that

114
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Probability

@ Useful expressions

There is a distinct possibility that
There is a strong possibility that
There is a good possibility that
There is a slight possibility that
There is little possibility that

% Strength of Claim

Exercise:

Dr. Hyland found that cardiac arrhythmias
sudden death in epileptic people.

Contributed to

-

Caused
May have contributed to
Were probably a major cause of

Were one of the causes of

o o K~ w0 DN

Might have been a small factor in

Reporting Verbs

In academic writing, you can refer to ideas or research of others by using reporting verbs, e.g.
Brown (2011) states that.... Your choice of reporting verb can show the reader how you feel
about the research you are quoting or paraphrasing, e.g. Smith (2010) shows ... vs. Smith (2010)

advises to.... vs. Smith (2010) challenges ...
Tentative il
(against)

* to show * to suggest * to assert * to challenge
* to demonstrate * to propose * to advocate * to dispute

* to investigate * to advise * to encourage * to disagree
* to explore * to recommend * toargue * to refute

o to state * to speculate * to affirm * to negate

* to report * to hypothesise * to believe * to object

* to list * to reason * to appraise * to contradict

Reporting Verbs

Exercise

1. The results indicate/establish that there is a

link between smoking and lung cancer.

2. The test results confirm/suggest diagnosis and

guide treatment.

Reporting Verbs

Exercise

3. The latest series of studies question/challenge

the conclusions of previous research.

4. The results given in Figure 3 validate/support

the second hypothesis.

Reporting Verbs

» Reporting claims

assert note
claim observe
state point out

o
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Reporting Verbs

» Reporting claims

Compare:

1. Hyland (2016) notes that poor diet is a key
cause of obesity. He claims that obesity is a
major issue in developing countries.

2. Hyland (2016) claims that poor diet is a key

cause of obesity. He notes that obesity is a

major issue in developing countries.

Reporting Verbs

» Reporting results

demonstrate conclude
find indicate
show suggest

Reporting Verbs

Exercise:
In a study to investigate obesity, Hyland (2012)
suggested that young people who ate fast food more
than 3 times a week were heavier than young people
who ate meals at home. This finding shows that
obesity is associated with eating fast food.

* Note: Hyland (2015) mentioned 3 factors which

can lead to obesity.

Reporting Verbs

* Verb patterns

General Summary: Table 3 shows the most

common sources of infection.

Informative (highlight of a specific aspect of
the data): Table 3 shows that e-mail
attachments are the most common source of

infection.

Reporting Verbs

General "
a v Informative

provide
give
present

1ze

illustrate
reveal
display
demonstrate

e

~<|=<|<|=|<|=<|<|=<|<|=<

suggest

% Common Mistakes

Suggest/Recommend/Propose 6

Examples:

(X) | suggest you to check this term throughout your
manuscript.

(X) I suggest it to be simplified by taking out some....

116
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Appendix
Essential Elements to Include in the Review Comments
A. (Summary of the content of the manuscript)

B. Main review points

e Abstract
- Is it well structured; does the abstract state the relevance, aims, questions,
methods, results and conclusions?
- Are the data presented in the abstract consistent with results and conclusions in the
body of the paper?
- Do the keywords properly represent the topic?

* Introduction
- Is the research original and innovative?
- Is this paper appropriate for this journal?
- Is there new shared knowledge, experience and/or expertise on the topic?
- What specific questions does this study address?
- Are the questions or the topic current and significant?
- Is the motivation for the study stated clearly?

*  Methods
- Were the experimental designs, analyses, and implementations appropriate for the
research questions asked?
Can you think of a better way to address the research questions than what the
authors did?
Is the given information sufficient to reproduce the method or approach?
Are the presented data and results scientifically credible and feasible?
- Were appropriate controls employed?
Were the experiments conducted in accordance with relevant ethical standards?

*  Results & Discussion
- Are the results accurate and reasonable, and presented clearly?
- Are the authors’ interpretations backed by the data and convincing?
- Can alternative conclusions and/or limitations of the research be considered?
Are the statistical analyses appropriate?
- Do figures/graphs/tables contribute to the paper, or are they redundant, misleading,
or unnecessary?
Are there discrepancies between text, figures, and tables?

* Conclusion
- Does the conclusion contain clear statement of findings and conclusions?
- Are important and novel aspects of the work emphasized?
- Are meaningful implications for future research included?

C. Minor review points
- Has the relevant literature been cited?
- Are there conspicuous inconsistencies in the reference list?
- Are there typos, grammar errors, awkward expressions in the text/tables/figures?

v’ Useful examples: “The manuscript contains numerous spelling and grammatical
errors,” “References do not follow journal style guidelines.”

(D. Recommendation) --> only to the editors
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