User Guide for Peer Reviewers
This document will guide you through the peer review system on the Dove Medical Press website.
The evaluation form is set out in sections as they appear in the manuscript for research articles, case reports and
reviews.
We have provided a checklist with each section for you to consider when reading and as you work through the
manuscript please add your comments in the relevant section.
You can find further information on Writing a Peer Review here

Step 1. Invited Reviews
Please use the link provided in the peer review invitation or go to https://dovepress.com/login.php and enter your
user name and password to access your peer review interface.
Please select an Action:

‘Agree to review’ ‘Decline to review’ ‘Unavailable’ ‘Not area of expertise’

If you select ‘Decline to review’ ‘Unavailable’ ‘Not area of expertise’ the invitation to peer review will be removed however we would welcome recommendations of another expert reviewer (NB: you may NOT forward this
invitation to anyone else, as any recommendations must come via Dove Medical Press). This gives us the ability to
check and verify individual peer-reviewers.

If you select ‘Agree to review’ move on to Step 2

Step 2. Outstanding reviews

This section will show reviews still to be completed.

Action: open Review Evaluation Form

Video file links will appear here

Research Articles

Title





Does it express clearly what the manuscript is about?
Does it highlight the importance of the study?
Does it contain any unnecessary description?
Abstract
 Is it a short and clear summary of the aims, key methods, important findings and conclusions?
 Does it include enough information to stand alone?
 Does it contain unnecessary information?

If the author has included a Plain Language Summary you will be asked to complete the following -







Does it clearly summarize the current state of the topic?
Does it address the limitations of current knowledge in this field?
Does it clearly explain why the study was necessary?
Does it clearly define the aim of the study and is this consistent with the rest of the manuscript?
Is the research question clear and appropriate?












Are the study design and methods appropriate for the research question?
Is there enough detail to repeat the experiments?
Is it clear how samples were collected or how participants were recruited?
Is there any potential bias in the sample or in the recruitment of participants?
Are the correct controls/ validation included?
Are any potential confounding factors considered?
Has any randomization been done correctly?
Is the time-frame of the study sufficient to see outcomes?
Is there sufficient power and appropriate statistics?
Do you have any ethical concerns?







Are the results presented clearly and accurately?
Do the results presented match the methods?
Have all the relevant data been included?
Is there any risk of patients or participants being identified?
Is the data described in the text consistent with the data in the figures and tables?

Peer Review of Non-Research Articles
Many of the same questions will be relevant to all articles. However, for case reports and review articles which do not present
original research are unlikely to have a methods section and results but may be more focused on the discussion of a topic.







Does the diagnosis appear to be correct?
Was the treatment reasonable for the diagnosis?
Are the treatment and outcomes clearly described?
As far as possible, is the patient anonymous?
Are the conclusions reasonable and not attempting to generalize to wider population?










Is there any content which has been previously presented in a review?
Does it focus on recent advances in research?
Is it a balanced and unbiased overview of current understanding?
Are any recent or important references missing?
Is it too focused on the author’s own research?
Is the interpretation and presentation of results of previous studies accurate and precise?
Has it a valuable contribution to the research field?
Is it understandable for non-expert readers?











Do the authors logically explain the findings?
Do the authors compare the findings with current findings in the research field?
Are the implications of the findings for future research and potential applications discussed?
Are any limitations of the study discussed?
Are any contradictory data discussed?

Provide a clear summary of the main points
Present the significance of these points
Are the conclusions supported by the data presented?

If the author has included video files this section will be labelled Figures/ Tables and Video review comments can be add here.

All video abstract / transcript submitted by pharmaceutical companies must be peer reviewed. This section will only appear if a
video abstract / transcript has been submitted

Please add any concerns not already addressed in the above sections. Please do not copy and paste text already mentioned
in above sections in this box.

This is an optional box to add any further comments for the author(s) not already addressed in the above sections. Please
do not copy and paste text already mentioned in above sections in this box.

This is an optional box to add any confidential comments. Only the Editor-in-Chief will see these comments.

When you have completed all sections please click on the button marked Submit Review this will automatically send
your review comments to the editorial team.

After completing your peer review, you may click Logout in the top right of the website.
If you have any concerns, please do not hesitate to contact our editorial team on the following email
ed@dovepress.com.

