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HOW TO BE A GOOD REVIEWER

Reviewer

Journals EE

Review with honour 58
Praduces a fair, thorough and
honest revieas while maintaining
respect, empathy and Courtesy

Structured feedback ™

Ideally well-written, kept briet and
structured in order of pririty

Protected review time ™

Sees potential .

Focus on merits, not linguistics

Brings added value 8

Addresses high-impact areas to
enhance quality and impact.

Timeliness ==
Communicates wel|| ==

Manuscript decision ™
Makes tough but consistent high
stakes decisions, supported by
clearly articulated reasoning

Concerns over integrity
or validity =

Editurlal considerations

e.q. conflicts of interast, need for
accompanying editonal, statistical
e ll“'-;;lL-liE-'..lCE- SUDPCIT, Soecd
1ssue, graphical abstract ete

B Comments to the Editor

Journal’s scope and
guidelines J

Improves impact =
e.q. quality, visbility, citability
social redia attention

Upholds reputation ™
Intercepls erross, Conlrowersies or
protassional concerns, e.q. copy
right # megicolegal issues,
scientific misconduct, ethica
CONCerns, inequity (e.g. mapers)
Ensures the nght It considenndg
the journal's standing

Confidentiality ™=

B Comments to the Authors
Ref> How to be a Good Reviewer for a Scientific Journal. JOURNAL OF CLINICAL AND EXPERIMENTAL HEPATOLOGY. 2022

Readers *

Defends integrity and
accuracy of research

Adds value to existing
literature "

Minimises confusion or
misinformation =

Readability ™=

Ensures sutabality for an
international readership. Key
messages should be simplified
aryd hguras optmised to anhance
effectiveness. Consider the
cognitive load of reading (e.g
word count, use of subheadings
ard sentence complexty)



= olw012] EiE

EH &=

o|H =

L
=



2| 7012] Ei=: PROFESSIONALISM & EMPATHY

"Methods MM

= M ST HERSH "0l Al AHI= Olol 7t St
or&LICH A 28E Aol 7t QLI

O 220 Z1Qol HILICE"

HIZ=2 MEAQIE], E2 DI<otHl |AI



3|5 AUE ZpAA)

e Don't: 34N, tHEA ZHEHQl B
("0l =22 7HXI7t gl
e Do: "eli(Why)" O] EX|7| ZE2tX| 4H
S Qs "gtH (How)" S &HH H| ot
2& 2H(E S) Al



Step-by-Step A

1.Summary: &
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3.Minor Comments.

4.Editor Comments.:
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Table 2 Suggested Template for a Reviewer Report.

To the Editors

To the Authors

Short 1-2 sentence summary (NB editors can see your comments to the
authors, so avoid copying and pasting)

Overall impression of the study, what the study adds and how it affects practice.

This paper (has/does not have) novelty and (is/is not) well-written.
The study methods, statistical analyses and results (appear/do not
appear) valid.

The conclusions are/are not supported by the methods and results.
| (have/have no) ethical concerns or on the study conduct.

My recommendation is
because (consider deciding factors including: novelty/
educational value/impact on future practice/fatal limitations).

(Optional) This manuscript could benefit from: editorial /graphical
abstract/professional assistance with data visualization/social
media promotion/expert statistical review/plagiarism check.

Short (one paragraph) summary of study.

Major concerns/comments.

(Focus on high impact areas; prioritize comments; aim to
provide added value to enhance the manuscript).

Avoid negative/blunt comments. Polite and constructive
comments only.)

Minor concerns/comments.
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THANK YOU!
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