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Investigation and analysis of the scientific research ability of reviewers
for scientific journals: Taking Journal of Nursing as an example

XIE Wenhong

Editorial Office of Journal of Nursing Nanfang Hospital Southern Medical University 1838 North Guangzhou Avenue
Guangzhou 510515 China

Abstract  Purposes This paper aims to analyze the status of scientific research ability of scientific journal reviewers in Journal of
Nursing explore the corresponding strategies and improve the review quality of the scientific journals in nursing discipline.

Methods Scientific research ability of reviewers in Journal of Nursing was investigated by general information questionnaire and
scientific research ability self-evaluation rating scale which was conducted online. Findings The total score of scientific research
ability of reviewers is 95.36+17.39 and the score index is 79.47%. The score indices of scientific research ability self—evaluation
rating scale from high to low are thesis writing ability problem finding ability scientific research practice ability literature review
ability scientific research design ability and data processing ability. Conclusions The scientific research ability of reviewers is at
a high level thesis writing ability and problem finding ability are strong but scientific research design ability and data processing
ability are relatively weak. We need to adopt strategies to improve their scientific research ability and strengthen their learning of
weak knowledge so as to improve their review quality.
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