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About BioMed Central

* Global publisher of peer-reviewed
open access on-line journals

* Publish over 270 open access

journals

* Part of Springer Science+Business
Media

* Members of COPE & OASPA

* Creative Commons Attribution
license CC-BY

* Costs covered by ‘article-processing
charge’ (APC)
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About the journals

Genome Biology
 Post-genomic’ titles

* BMC series _?-\-"""".

BMC Biology §BMC Medicine

- Broad interest:
- Subject-specific: 6;(: G,ﬂ\c

- Data-focused: Genomics Public Health

 Independent Journals

@ Springer

GenomeMedicine

BMC
Research Notes

- External Editors-in-Chief, often society journals

- Span variety of subject areas
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KU Leuven publications

| Critical Care

B BMC Public Health

H Arthritis Research & Therapy
H Retrovirology

m BMC Bioinformatics

m Molecular Neurodegeneration

H Orphanet Journal of Rare
Diseases

B BMC Health Services Research
m BMC Cancer

H Respiratory Research

m Microbial Cell Factories
 Archives of Public Health

i Journal of Foot and Ankle
Research

1 BMC Geriatrics
Genome Biology

= BMC Genomics
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Which journal?

* Perceived reputation or prestige?
* Impact Factor? Other metrics?
* Scope?
 Open Access vs subscription?
* Visibility?
e Recommendation?
?2?
* Editorial Board Members™
* Online only or print? Oq
* Frequency of publication?
* Options to transfer? %
* Speed of peer review?
 Model of peer review?

Thought bubble CC BY-SA 3.0 Mithrandir



http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0
http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/User:MithrandirMage
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What is peer review?
- oW V9 the

ua""_or\resea“c“ * Traditional single-blind
* Double-blind
-nality'b;erts * Open peer review

vk fof » Post-publication peer re:

http://www.senseaboutscience.org/data/files/resources/17/peerR
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1ble-blind most popular among researchers

orian U
en, single-blind, double-blind: which peer review process do you p

rabeth CMwIan Sirnun Harnld Craran O'Nell, MariaKanalczuk
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CTATIN] Feer review scnulany Journas: perspecuve 07 e Scholary community-
international study
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A Mulligan, L Hall, E Raphael - Joumal of the American Saciety ..., 2013 - Wiley Online Library
This large-scale intemational study measures the attitudes of more than 4,000 researchers
toward peer review. In 2009, 40,000 authors of research papers from across the globe were
invited to complete an online survey. Researchers were asked to rate a number of general ...

e Pros & cons...
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Why open peer review?

Open on two levels

Full transparency

Increases accountability
No difference in quality

Feasible
Credit
Training

Facilitates research

16 RUC-26LI62 ]oml !“ Bi

FIOOOResearch

@ Springer

Elizabath C Moylan®
*Cormesponding author, Marla. Kowalczuk @blomedcoentral.com

'Blomed Central, Floor 6, 236 Gray's Inn Road, London, WC1x
Kingdom,

Faculty of Epidemiology and Fopulation Health, London School o1
Tropical Medicine, London, United Kingdom

Summary

in this study we measured the gquality of reports provided by authc
suggested reviewers. We also assessed whether peer review g
between open and dosad peer review modals.

We compared manuscripts submitted to BMC Microblology and B
Diseases, two journals similar In every way except that the forme
Journal with dosed peer review wihile the latter Is a medical Journal
on an open peer review model.

Using an established rating scale, we found no difference in the qua
between author- and editor-suggested reviewers for a total of 10
in each journal. However, we observed a small but significant 5%
in the overall qualty of reports on BMC infectious Diseases, which u
review. Specifically, the score was higher for questions relating to fies
methods {119%), constructiveness (5%), and amount of evidence s
reviewers' comments {9%).

For both joumals we found that author-suggested reviewers wer
likely torecommend acce ptance of the manuscript. However, the recc
of the editor-suggested reviewer was more strongly commelated
dectshon.

The results of our study suggest that it s worthwhile to use auth
reviewars, but aditors need to be aware that these roviewers ar
more likely to recommend acceptance of the manuscript.
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6MC Medicine

Top

Abstract
Background
Discussion
Summary
Abbreviations

Competing
interests

Authors'
contributions

Acknowledgements

References

Dpinion

Why training and specialization is needed for peer review: a

About this journal

Search BMC Medicine

My BMC Medicine

Highly accessed

|E| for

case study of peer review for randomized controlled trials

Jigisha Patel

Correspondence: Jigisha Patel Jigisha.patel@bicmedcentral.com

Biomed Central Ltd, Floor 6, 236 Gray's Inn Road, London WC1X 8HB, UK

BMC Medicine 2014, 12:128

The electronic version of this article is the complete one and can be found online at:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1741-7015/12/128

Received: 22 May 2014
Accepted: 14 July 2014
Published: 30 July 2014

© 2014 Patel; licensee BioMed Central Ltd.
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re-publication history

.'\._\'\. :..:\-'.
Pre-publication history Highly accessed (Open Access|

of peer

Why training and specialization is needed for peer review: a case study

review for randomized controlled trials

Jigisha Patel
Correspondence: Jigisha Patel Jigisha.patel@biomedcentral.com

BMC Medicine 2014, 12:128 doi:10.1186/512916-014-0123-2

Pre-publication versions of this article and reviewers' reports
Original Submission - Wersion 1 Manuscript 22 May 2014
Reviewer's Report David Moher 30 May 2014
Reviewer's Report Doug Altman 18 Jun 2014
Resubmission - Version 2 Manuscript Author's comment 09 Jul 2014
Editarial acceptance 14 Jul 2014
Editor's comment Editor's comment 30 Jul 2014
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Abstract
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-level metrics
ure the dissemination and reach of individual

e Citations

* Usage (accesses and downloads)

* Saves (bookmarks/inclusions in ref
managers)

* Discussions via social media

Comments and ratings
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‘pinion
Vhy training and specialization is needed for peer review: a case study of peer
eview for randomized controlled trials
igisha Patel Viewing options
Abstract
Full text

C d : Jigisha Patel Jigisha.patel@bi decentral.
orrespondence: Jigisha Patel Jigisha.patel@biomedcentral.com PDE (643KB)

MC Medicine 2014, 12:128 doi:10.1186/s12916-014-0128-2 Associated material
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history
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Google blog search
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Total acceszes Altmetric score Featured in Biome Other articles by
authars
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Article metric FAQ * on Google Scholar
» on PubMed
Related articles/pages
on Google
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Tools
Download references
Download XML
Email to a friend

Oirder renrints

ast 30 days: 1434 accesses

ast 365 days: 5892 accesses
These numbers are accesses on BioMed Central websites only, and an

il time: 5892 accesses
underestimate of total usage. More information
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rrigo Oe Benedetti, LSU Health Sciences Center
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odney Honeycutt, Pepperdine University

xanne Lymn, University of Nottingham

huangge Ma, Yale University

ichard Rison, Neurclogy Consultants Medical Group

xecutive Editor
hristopher Foote, BioMed Central

ditorial Board | Editorial Team | Instructions for authors | EAQ

Articles

Editor's picks b GG Sl oIS SUTINY)

Causes of collapsing bee colonies

The drivers of collapsing Spanish honey bee colonies
differ according to region, environmental conditions and
beekeeping practices; more research on the diversity
and taxocnomy of the pathogens inveolved is needed.
BMC Research Notes 2014, 7:649

SUBMIT

Nake ydur data visib
and easily accessibl

Aims & scope

BMC Resesarch Notes is an open access
journal publishing scientifically sound
research across all fields of biclogy and
medicine. The journal provides a home for
chort publications, case series, and
incremental updates to previcus work with
the intention of reducing the loss suffered by
the research community when such results
remain unpublished.
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mise your chance of publication success:
Planning:

* Clearly formulated research question
* Appropriate experimental design,
statistics & numbers
 Maximise impact but in context of
prior work (literature search!)
* One key finding per manuscri :
* Avoid salami-slicing ...,4:;;.;_;
* Be original (don’t plagiarise!) aé 5
* Be “on topic” =P
* Data support your conclusiont ns . ot
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mise your chance of publication success:

Practicalities:

* Agree author
contributions/acknowledgements

 Conform to guidelines (be responsible
and ethical)

* Check ‘instructions for authors’

* Clear writing style “onaues .- “wvraiit

» Declare conflicts of interest egahly aa’ 2cepte

eth/

* Include a cover letter OThg tug’th’n’(‘fi)h’zli
. e

* Suggest peer reviewers  ofr llghtc natiooi

* Peer review model? Shis ete. 3ot Vith

* Be flexible (have a back up)
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 Dalton, M. (2013) A dissemination divide? The factors that
influence the journal selection decision of Library and
Information Studies (LIS) researchers and practitioners
http://researchrepository.ucd.ie/bitstream/handle/10197/495
6/LIR.pdf?sequence=1

 Godlee F. (2002) Making reviewers visible: Openness,
Accountability and credit http://
jJama.ama-assn.org/cqgi/content/full/287/21/2762

* Hopewell S. et al. (2014) Impact of peer review on reports of
randomised trials published in open peer review journals:
retrospective before and after study. http
//[www.bmj.com/content/349/bmj.g4145.long

 Kowalczuk M. et al. (2013) A comparison of the quality of
reviewer reports from author-suggested reviewers and
editor-suggested reviewers in journals operating on open or
closed peer review models http://

f1000 com/nocterc/hrowece/ciimmarv/10045AA4
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