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Reviewer Recognition Program
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Recognition
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Understanding the 

impact

Transparency
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� Information about peer review process

� Publishing peer review reports

Transparency

Transparency in peer review
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Transparency: Who handled this article?



Transparency: How many reviewers?
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Transparency: Publishing review reports as articles(example)



Transparency: Survey results

Authors 

are 

supportive 

of the pilot

Authors 

are 

supportive 

of the pilot

Authors 

are 

supportive 
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• No significant impact on accept-to-review 

� despite the design of the pilot

• No significant impact on recommendation type

• No significant impact on reviewer turn-around time

Transparency: Data analysis with PEERE



My Elsevier Reviews 

profile

Recognition



My Elsevier Reviews profile

Objective

• Thank and Reward

• Engage

Current Status

• +300,000 review profiles

• ~2000 Elsevier Journals

• ~50,000 of Volunteers

Next Steps

• Add My Reviews to Mendeley profiles
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My Elsevier Reviews profile: Rewards
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� Handling editor: “How timely was the delivery of the 

review report?”

� Handling editor: “Did you feel confident to follow the 

reviewer recommendation for this manuscript?”

� Cor. Author: “was this review report helpful for you to 

improve quality of your manuscript?”

Rating Peer Review Quality: Experiment with 12 journals
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• Authors find review reports with ‘reject’ 

recommendation more helpful

• High quality reviews are more helpful for decision 

making

Rating peer review quality: Data analysis with PEERE
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My Elsevier Reviews profile: Rewarding review quality

9

99



Volunteering to Review

Engagement
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• Journal home page

Volunteer to review

• My Elsevier Reviews profile

• Journal home page



Journal homepage Registration page

Engagement: Volunteers

ORCID or Scopus ID 
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1. Areas of expertise

2. Journal prestige

3. Publication history

What’s your motivation? Data analysis with PEERE

Volunteering to Review

Engagement



Feedback from reviewers:

Feedback from editors:

“This was the first time that I got a 

detailed review/feedback on my 

review. It’s really helpful, and I 

think more journals should do this. 

Encourages a better review 

process, and also encouraged me 

that my efforts to improve the 

manuscript were appreciated by 

the authors/editors”

“The review was far more 

comprehensive and helpful, both 

to the editor and to the authors, 

than the usual reports.”

22 
manuscrip

ts

20
editors

38
volunteer

s

• 60% reply rate to initial notification

• 7.7 days in average to submit review

• 4.18/5 editor satisfaction

• 5/5 reviewer satisfaction

VolunPeers: Early results



Transparency, Recognition and Engagement: Next steps

• Combine initiatives and expand

• Upscale

• Analyze collected data, learn and plan for future



Thank you!



Engagement: VolunPeers

Engagement: Volunteers to review


