dentity In Peer
Review

EFRIA TR BB 518

Taylor & Francis Group
an informa business




Taylor & Francis

220+ 7,000+
BE20ERE  SELEERSE

2,000+ 130,000+

EIKEI 2000 RITHREBEE
R

Taylor & Francis Group
an informa business

Information Classification: General

118,000+

BERRXE

2,700+

HATIFh A E

52%

ASCHR

48%
B HASEY



EES it

2006-2009: jEHE K=

. . . 5%
2009-2012: Georgia Institute of Technology
2014-2019: Elsevier W2
2020-1Z%: Taylor & Francis e

Jia.yang@informa.com




7 TN
- SRR EE R ETIPNE R MR
R 9Bk '

- SRR DBk
&S|y Naw H&%i E@&Xﬂ'?ﬁﬁﬁ

« EPRE AT E BRI T ROIIEAF Y
ABHET




BTN EY "C5RIE"

/

Inefficient

o Y,\%

cso:\‘a“\g‘eﬂ“aN
peet
May not NATURE | commeny
detect fraud

Jeer reviey-
review: Troubleq from the st I PN,

Not enough
e Taylor & Francis Group credit

an informa business

Information Classification: General



BTN EY "C5RIE"

: Y,\%

5"“‘6;?&“‘“«
ve

NATURE | commeyy

Taylor & Francis Group
an informa business

Information Classification: General



RIS

- BE FmATEKES, &
N E Sk &

- BRRAL BRI A, 18k
X EE T R SUE A <

- HiE BIEAEIRBA, HIT
HigAHTK, BHiRRENT

XEF

4




FARH R RIERIEK

ZR G AR NERL
TERSB)REE

Taylor & Francis Group
an informa business

Information Classification: General



=il BTN E % O [E R

ﬁhA%hingX-

s IVEALETRITE

- HiIENEE[E

S X A TIERAYIAT

=)

Open to /m
abuse

s \
5e°
oﬁe““% o“"\eﬁ\s

Sc‘e“c e"‘e
May not - TUF‘E COMMENT \\
detect fraud
Peer revie

w: Troubled from the sta
o0




A

]

EIEIE.IJ]\\\_ +

Standardized review processti,

g e q U O TO r EnhanCing the QUAIIty and EQUATOR resources in

natwork Transparency Of health Research ﬁlmel

m Aboutus Library Toolkits Courses & events News Blog Librarian Network Contact

Your one-stop-shop for writing and publishing high-impact health research

find reporting guidelines | improve your writing | join our courses | run your own training course | enhance your peer review | implement guidelines

e Library for health v Reporting guidelines for main oy
research reporting study types Chinese
The Library contains a comprehensive searchable Randomised trials CONSORT  Extensions _EQUATOR Centre
database of reporting guidelines and also links to Observational studies STROBE  Extensions is launched!
other resources relevant to research reporting. Systematic reviews PRISMA Extensions
s e o Study protocols SPIRIT PRISMA-P
earch Tor reportin
v guidelines 5 . Diagnostic/prognostic studies = STARD TIRIPOD
Case reports ARE Extensions
? g:itdselljir:ev:gllf:erfpomng Clinical practice guidelines AGREE RIGHT = :
: ) i [
litative ri rch SRAR COREQ BHEQUATOR
x Resméng gluide"nfs Animal pre-clinical studies ARRIVE el ool s
under developmeni
H Quality improvement studies SQUIRE xtensi
D r. D r U m m O n d Re n n | e Q Visit the library for Economic evaluations CHEERS
more resources
Editor of The New England Journal of Medicine See all 473 reporting guidelines

Editor of The Journal of the American Medical Association

Director of first seven Congress on Peer Review and Biomedical Publication (often
known as the Peer Review Congress)
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_New_England_Journal_of_Medicine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/JAMA_(journal)

tONSORT 2010 checklist of information to include when reporting a randomised trial*

4 PRISMA 2009 Checklist

Item Reported eporte
i ist i E Section/topi R d
Section/Topi No Checklist item on page No on page #
Title and abstract TITLE
1a  Identification as a randomised trial in the tile Title ‘ 1 ‘ Identify the report as a systematic review, meta-analysis, or both.
b Structured summary of trial design, methods, results, and conclusions ¢for specific guidance see CONSORT for absiracts) ABSTRACT
Introduction Structured summary 2 [ Provide a structured summary including, as applicable: background; objectives; data sources; study eligibility criteria
Background and 2a  Scientific background and explanation of rationale participants, and interventions; study appraisal and synthesis methods; resuits; imilations; conclusions and
- ? of key findings; ic review registration number
objectives 2b  Specific objectives or hypotheses
INTRODUCTION
Methods ) 7 ) ) 7 Rationale 3 | Describe the rationale for the review in the context of what is already known
Trial design 3a Deseription of Ual design (such as parallel, factorial) inclucing allocation rafio Oblectives 2 [ Provids an explct statement of questions being addressed with reference to paricipants infsrventions, comparisans,
3b  Important changes to methods after trial commencement (such as eligibility criteria), with reasons outcomes, and study design (PICOS).
Participants 4a  Eligibility criteria for participants METHODS
4b  Sefttings and locations where the data were collected Protocol and registration 5 [ Indicate f a review protocol exists, if and where it can be accessed (¢.g., Web address), and, if available, provide
Interventions. 5 The interventions for each group with sufficient details to allow replication, including how and when they were ion including number.
actually administered Eligibility criteria 6 | Specify study characteristics (e.g., PICOS, length of follow-up) and report characteristics (e.g., years considered,
Qutcomes 6a Completely defined pre-specified primary and secondary outcome measures, including how and when they language, publication status) used as criteria for eligibility, giving rationale.
were assessed Information sources 7 | Describe all information sources (e.g., databases with dates of coverage, contact with study authors to identify
5 . dditional studies) in th h and date last hed
6b  Any changes to trial outcomes after the trial commenced, with reasons addiional studies) i the search and date last searche:
s - Search 8 | Present full electronic search strategy for at least one database, including any limits used, such that it could be
ample size 7a  How sample size was determined repeated
o 7o When applicable, explanation of any interim analyses and stopping guidelines Study selection 9 | State the process for selecting studies (i.e.. screening. eligibilly. included in systematic review, and, if applicable,
Randomisation: included in the meta-analysis)
Sequence 8a  Method used to the random all Data collection process 10 | Describe method of dala extraction from reporls (e.g., piloted forms, independently, in duplicate) and any processes
generation 8b  Type of randomisation; details of any restriction (such as blocking and block size) for obtaining and confirming data from investigators
Allocation 9 Mechanism used to implement the random allocation sequence (such as sequentially numbered containers), Data items 11 | List and define all variables for which data were sought (e.g.. PICOS, funding sources) and any assumptiens and
concealment describing any steps taken to conceal the sequence until interventions were assigned simplifications made.
mechanism Risk of bias in individual 12 | Describe methods used for assessing risk of bias of mmviuu’l
Implementation 10 Who generated the random allocation sequs Randomized Contr‘olled tr‘ials - CONSO RT studies don at the shudy or outcome level). and how tis informatig Systematlc reviews — PRlSMA

]

Summary measures 1

State the principal summary measures (e.g., fisk ratio, diﬁeé

CA R E CARE Checklist (2013) of information to include when writing a case report {

Reported on Page

Title 1 The words “case report” should be in the tile along with the area of focus . . ..................
Key Words 2 2 to 5 key words that identify areas covered in this case report. . .
Abstract 3a  Introduction—Whatis unique about this case? What does it add to the medical literature?
3b  The main symptoms of the patient and the important clinical findings . .. .....................
3¢ The main diagnoses, therapeutics interventions, and OUICOMES . ... ... ...................
3d  Conclusion—What are the main “take-away” lessons fromthiscase? .......................
Introduction 4 One or two paragraphs summarizing why this case is unique with references . .. .....
Patient Information Sa De-identified demographic information and other patient specific information ............. ... ... ..
5b  Main concerns and symptoms of the patient . . B
Sc Medical, family, and psychosocial history mcludmg relevant geneuc information (alsn see
5d Relevant past interventions and their outcomes . PR
Clinical Findings 6 Describe the relevant physical examination (PE) and other mgmﬁcam clinical ﬁndmgs
Timeline 7 Important information from the patient's history organized as a timeline . . .............
Diagnostic 8a  Diagnostic methods (such as PE, laboratory testing, imaging, surveys). .......................... ...
Assessment 8b  Diagnostic challenges (such as access, financial, or cultural) . .. ....................................
8c  Diagnostic reasoning including other diagnoses considered .
8d  Prognostic characteristics (such as staging in oncology) where appllmhle
Therapeutic 9a  Types ofintervention (such as pharmacologic, surgical, preventive, seff-care) .................
Intervention ob  Administration of intervention (such as dosage, strength, duraion) ... ...
9¢  Changes inintervention (with ralionale) .. ....................ccoemeieeeieniiieaan...
Follow-up and 10a  Clinician and patient stoomes (when ag fate). ...
Outcomes 10b  Important follow-up diagnostic and other testresults ... ..............................
10¢  Intervention adherence and tolerability (How was this assessed?) . ......................
Tay b

Case reports — CARE

Title 1 Provide ag accurate and o & & description of the o Lof the article
a3 pogsible.
2 Provide an accurate summary of the background, research objectives, including

details of the species or sirain of animal used, key methods, principal findings
and eonclusions of the study.

Background 3

& Indude sulficient scientific backgrous mcluding relevant relerences to
previous work] to understand the motivation and context Tor the study, and
explain the experimental approach and rationale

b. Explain how and wiy the animal species and m
tives and, where appropria

sdel being used can address
e siudy's relevance 1o

biolagy.

4 Clearly describe the primary and any secondary objectives of the study. ar
specific hypotheses being tested.

g ndiicate the re of the ethical reviess perms; E
Aniral [Seientific Proceduras] Act 198E), and national ¢
for the cane and use of anamals, that cover the research.

tutional guideings

Study design 8 For each experiment, give briel details of the study design including:

& The nurnber of experimental and control grougs.
b. l’llly Steps taken Lo minimise the effects of subjective bias when allocating

animals lo treatment i g. randomisation procedurel and when assessing results
(e.g-if done, describe who Enlinchesd sl wabiesril,

. The experirmerital unit (&

Pre-clinical animal studies — ARRIVE
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http://www.nc3rs.org.uk/arrive-guidelines
http://www.consort-statement.org/downloads
http://www.prisma-statement.org/
http://www.care-statement.org/

Upcoming training events:

FYCFIIENCE

in Peer Review e 24th September: 14:00-15:30 GMT+8. Taylor & Francis E{TiFiY Sl — ez 51

: : BRWEE (ESE1H, ) - webinar sultable for the researchers in medical area, Chinese
language. Register here.
® 24th September: 10:30-12:00 BST / 11:30-13:00 CAT / 15:00-16:30 IST. How to be an effective
I ) E E F-' [) E \" | E\\f (-\ I i E ( b K L | g T peer reviewer - webinar suitable for researchers in science, technology, engineering and
AN AN : - - - medical research fields. English language. Register here.

* Gth October: 10:30-12:00 BST / 11:30-13:00 CAT / 15:00-16:30 IST. How to be an effective
peer reviewer - webinar suitable for researchers in humanities, social sciences, arts and
related research fields. English language. Register here.
21st October: 10:30-12:00 BST / 11:30-13:00 CAT / 15:00-16:30 IST. How to be an effective
peer reviewer - webinar suitable for researchers in science, technology, engineering and
medical research fields. English language. Register here.
21th October: 14:00-15:30 GMT+8. Taylor & Francis E{TITHY Sl — X EEER 2 FERIEE
] What contribution does the article make to the field of study? E (BHRESRAER, ) - webinar suitable for the researchers in medical area,
Chinese language. Register here.
8th November: 09:30-11:00 GMT / 11:30-13:00 CAT / 15:00-16:30 IST. How to be an effective
] Is the averall study design and approach appropriate? peer reviewer — webinar suitable for researchers in humanities, social sciences, arts and
] Are you concerned about the language? Are revisions needed to make it possible to review? related research fields. English language. Register here.
9th November: 14:00-15:30 GMT+8. Taylor & Francis E{TiTiX sEflitRl— — W EiXwo IRRIER
2 (1FRlEH, ) -webinar suitable for the researchers in medical area, Chinese
language. Register here.
22nd November: 09:30-11:00 GMT / 11:30-13:00 CAT / 15:00-16:30 IST. How to be an
effective peer reviewer - webinar suitable for researchers in science, technology,
engineering and medical research fields. English language. Register here.

FIRST READ-THROUGH

1 Is it clear what the authors want to communicate and the direction of the manuscript?

| ks it reporting original research or is it another type of article? How does this change your report?

Is the manuscript original?

DETAILED REVIEW - RESEARCH ARTICLES

TITLE

Does it express clearly what the manuscript is about?
Does it highlight the impartance of the study?

Does it contain any unnecessary description?
EXCELLENCE in Peer Review

0 Taylor & Francis Reviewer Training Network

Online Resources

ABSTRACT
Module 2

]
N 4 Lo}
Is it & short and clear summary of the aims, key methods, important findings and conclusions? m“ 4p )
Does it include enough information to stand alone?

-

7
Does it contain unnecessary information & | ﬂ

£y «»

How to start the peer review work?

After completing this module, you should know:
What do peer reviewers look for?
Detailed assessment criteria
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Review Feedback

EXCELLENCE

in Peer Review

Taylor & Francis
Reviewer Training
Network

|

|Editor assessment of reviewer report
Review details

Reviewer name:

Article title:

Journal review completed for:

Detailed assessment and completeness

Does the review demonstrate a thorough assessment of the work? Yes / No

If required, does the review comment appropriately on the methodology/statistics/data analysis,
including the strengths and limitations of the approach where relevant? Yes / No

If required, are the comments supported by evidence or clear arguments? Yes / No

Are there any aspects of the work that the reviewer could have commented on which have not been
covered in the review? Yes/ No

Any additional comments on the assessment provided by the review or the completeness of the reviev

Support in editorial decision-making

If required, is the recommendation on publication from the reviewer (e.g. accept/revise/reject)
consistent with the comments which were provided in the review? Yes / No

Overall, please rate how useful you found the review in supporting the editorial decision on the article
(0 not useful - 10 very useful)

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
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Reviewer misconduct

FEETIPEHE AT

Relates primarily to abuses of privileged position

* REWBEBZF A @R 1TIHE
Failure to disclose competing or conflicting Making personal attacks on the author rather
interests than providing assessment of the work itself

« RETTHEBREER °%?¢%ﬂ%ﬁ$AEEEH%W§%%%
Disclosure of confidential information without Z (53RN TH)
permission Askmg the authors to cite the reviewers’ own

o FhZE{EE AR EE R work unnecessarily (citation manipulation)
Plagiarism of authors’ ideas or results

« R C|O|/P|E

Deliberate delay (e.g. to allow their own or
dthler pliblicationu be published first)

an informa business
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http://publicationethics.org/files/Ethical_guidelines_for_peer_reviewers_0.pdf

Ethic problem from authors

Research misconduct Publishing misconduct

Data Deliberately made-up data
ELIEHGLGELLE (fabrication) or changes to data
IEINITCHL I (falsification)

Multiple Submitting the same paper to more
JILICEGLIEE than one journal at the same time

Publishing very similar manuscripts
by splitting a single study into
several segments

JETELC LK. Re-use without appropriate Salami
IFUEEENE M citation of the original source publication

* Improper author contribution or
attribution
 Undeclared conflicts of interest

Research Any concerns about treatment of
ethics patients/ participants/ animals

Taylor & Francis Group
an informa business
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HiRASGEREFAERINAIRAISIE?

Should peer review detect fraud and misconduct?

« BEFATNmAERTEYHEEEN
Peer review is not primarily to detect misconduct
- (BEFEATTFEIEPNHRBSIETIXRE, REgerIlEMEAERLY0ER

But peer reviewers are looking closely at the article and may see things that others
have missed

ot impertantpecr review (s TR SRR AL oLt
s in an ideal world ’_‘42%7_ R Eﬁfﬂ?ﬁ?ﬁ?—cﬁ‘ ,
—l/ﬁ; -W' X —A X o

“Peer review is not intended for, and is not an
efficient or effective means for, the detection of
deliberate research fraud, or indeed other forms of
misconduct.”

1 Improving quality

Checking methodology
Provide polite feedback

Highlight omissions

Suggest changes to improve readability

Determine the importance of findings \ Mark Ware, Peer Review: An Introduction and Guidy

e *Each had a mean score above 4.

Information Classification: General Taylor & Francis Author Survey, 2015



http://publishingresearchconsortium.com/index.php/prc-guides-main-menu/155-peer-review-an-introduction-and-guide
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* B AR A A FI B

Shay O'Neill, Peer Review Policy

and Research Integrity M er
About the v
speaker

- EBEX R E R E

Play the recording
About the webinar v

https://authorservices.taylorandfrancis.com/researcher-
webinar-series/researcher-webinar-recordings/
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Recognition

REVIEWER
cerniricare | 2019 ReCOrd —r
———— pll OIS erowse communiy Faa  Q

b Researchers

in recognition of their hard work as a peer reviewer for Home

# RESEARCHERS INSTITUTION
Thank you for your contribution to the journal. The dedication of our reviewers is invaluable in
safeguarding the quality and high standard of academic integrity in the research we publish.
P . .
Taylor & Franci Routled / Vldt s . F :
@ Lt REie, alldation 1 AV Alessandro Venditti Sapienza University of Rome
2 ‘ Emeka Mkenke Medizinische Universit&t Wier

[F3]

Jonas Ranstam Lund University

senior Editors, Cogent Engineering (2018), 5: 1433607 9;’.' cogent

ttps://doi.org/10.1080/23311916.2018.1433607 . .
" : engineering
4 H Lingxin Chen Chinese Academy of Science!

Recognition

Acknowledgement of reviewers

Senior Editors*

®3

The Senior Editors of Cogent Engineering would like to thank all of our reviewers for their contribu-
tion and support during 2017.
'Corresponding cuthor: Senior

Editors, Cogent OA, Taylor & Francis
sroup, 2&4 Park Square, Milton Park,

Abingdon, Oxfordshire, OX14 4RN, UK Sonthiogu A, India Mohamed Al-Ashhab, Egypt
:-moai: info@cogentoa.com Emmmd ml' Abﬂb- Ghona RM.O Alth.lbb.ogh, !roq )
Fidelis Abom, Nigerio Alessio Alexiodis, United Kingd
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Open Peer Review

F]CII}Research Q, SUBMIT YOUR RESEARCH

BROWSE GATEWAYS & COLLECTIONS HOW TO PUBLISH -~ ABOUT -~ BLOG MY RESEARCH -~  SIGN IN

Publish fast. Openly. 3

Without restrictions.

F1000Research is an Open Research publishing platform for
scientists, scholars and clinicians offering rapid publication of
articles and other research outputs without editorial bias.
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The F1000 post-publication open peer review publishing model

Home » Browse » Cancer T-cell therapy: building the foundation for a cure

Open Peer Review

M) Check for updates |
JPINION ARTICLE | I
. A : ALL METRICS i
() Cancer T-cell therapy: building the foundation for Reviewer Status v v v (D
a cure [version 2; peer review: 3 approved] 1172 e o
EVIEWET KEPOI(S
ERd Alexander Kamb (. william Y. Go VIEWS
¥ Author details Invited Reviewers
200 1 2 3
DOWNLOADS
Wersion 2 v Vv v
{revigion)
This article is included in the Preclinical Reproducibility and Robustness gateway. 29 Dac 20 read read read
=% Get POF
=Y Gat XML
Wersion 1 ? ? v
Abstract 6 Cite 03 Nov 20
read read read
Tcell cancer therapy is a clinical field flush with opportunity. It is part of the revolution in immuno- ﬂ Export
oncology, most apparent in the dramatic clinical success of PD-1/CTLA-4 antibodies and chimeric _
antigen receptor Tcells (CAR-Ts) to cure certain melanomas and lymphomas, respectively. @ - 1. JohnR. James [E) , University of Warwick,
Therapeutics based on T cells ultimately hold more promise because of their capacity to carry out % Emai Caventry, UK o .
complex behaviors and their ease of modification via genetic engineering. But to overcome the :""m :"""ELO e
. . ) oventry,
substantial nbst_acle_s -?f Eﬁ‘ectnfe solid-tumar treatment, T-cell therapylf rnu.st access novel molecular _: Share > Barbra J. Sasn 'IE' logene Therepeutics,
targets or exploit existing ones in new ways. As always, tumor selectivity is the key. T-cell therapy

Inc... San Francizco, USA

has the potential to address target opportunities afforded by its own unigue capacity for signal 3. C. Glenn Begley, BioCurate, Parkville, Australia
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Excellence in Peer Review: Taylor & Francis Reviewer Training Network

[rpersen 2re emiie Linked with Journal Offer feedback
workshops

e Early career
researcher

e Focused in emerging
countries

e All the aspects related
to peer review

e Thousands trainees
every year

e Delicated team
¢ Online resources

e Feedback on 2-3
reports managed by
Taylor & Francis team

e Feedback from peer
review aspect such as
timeliness,
completeness,
structure etc.

* Trainee’s willingness

e Participants from
workshops with
enough verified
experience

e Archive with journal
editorial system

e Easily found with
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reviewer
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