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In 2017, the Peer Review Committee was established with the objective to propose good practice guidelines and provide

support for reviewers of scholarly information. Since then, the Committee has organized trainings, webinars, conducted
research projects, and produced 12 Guides and 4 Infographics, available through the Peer Review Toolkit page. We present

here the list of the Guides, and the current Infographics.
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1665 Henry Oldenburg

Henry Oldenburg founded the first natural science journal,
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society. He made the final
editorial decisions, but used his large network of contacts,
including esteemed names like Spinoza and Leibniz, as referees for
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the journal, or other published literatu

papers. A publication committee later took on the reviewing role.

to review papers, so they began contacting peers to act as —
confidential referees—the beginning of double-blind review. @ BIG&ES
Reviewers were usually members of the journal society. Editors
remained the decision-makers.
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outside, impartial peer review system. Reviewers were usually T
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1960s- @ Formalization

19808 "Peer review” became a common term c.1970. More medical and
natural science journals were implementing a modern, formalized
process. Researchers began recommending peer reviewers with
their submissions.

Being a good peer reviewer:
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Visit our Peer Review Toolkit

. How to Write a Review Report

Peer review goes online

Flora Online was not only the first online journal, but also the first
journal to implement a post-publication review model.

. Peer Review Training

Open peer review

The Journal of Medical Internet Research began including peer
reviewer identities with published articles. This has since slowly
become more commonplace.

. How to Publish Review
Reports

2012 @ Registered reports

Cortex introduced the registered reports model, where the
q research question and methodology are reviewed before data
collection, reducing bias and increasing transparency.
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. Being a Good Peer Reviewer:
Dos and Don’ts

2017 @ Preprint review

Future

PREreview (Post, Read, and Engage with preprint reviews) web
platform launches allowing reviewers to host preprint reviews,
assign them doi, and share them openly with everyone. Soon
additional platforms and preprint review initiatives emerge.

Peer review taxonomy

A new taxonomy standard was adopted by the National
Information Standards Organization (NISO) entailing:

1. identity transparency,

2. who the reviewer interacts with,

3. what information about the review process is published, and

4. whether post-publication commenting takes place.

possibilities

L= Al tools facilitate the peer review process,
> reducing workloads and time-to-publish.

Open and transparent peer review becomes
more commonplace.

O @ Greater emphasis placed on equity and inclusion

B | in peer review.
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Guides for editors:

. How to Select Reviewers

. Rewarding Reviewers

. How to Assess Peer Review
Quality

. How to Address Paper Mills
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Check out the Toolkit and Get Involved

Scan the QR Code above to learn more about the Committee and its activities, and join us in writing or designing our next
guides. Share your experiences with peer review, propose topics or be a speaker at our upcoming webinars, and join our

online forum community.
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