JMLA Author Review Guidelines

Thank you for agreeing to review a paper for the JMLA.   We would particularly appreciate your comments on the topics below.  Please be as specific as possible.  The more detail you can provide, the more help you will be to the author.  

To complete your review, fill out the form below and then copy and paste it into the box provided for submitting your recommendation at http://www.editorialmanager.com/jmla/  (log in, choose “Pending Assignments” then choose “Submit Recommendation” under “Action Links”).

Note that in addition to comments that will go back to the author, you will also have the opportunity on the same page to enter confidential comments to the Editor.

**********************************************************************************

Scope, Objectives, Content:  Is the paper in scope for the JMLA, i.e., does it relate to an aspect of health sciences libraries or biomedical communication that is of interest to readers of the JMLA?  Is the topic an important one, or is it trivial or of low priority?

 

Organization:  Does the paper proceed logically?  A statement of the problem, the objectives, the methodology, findings and conclusion are usually required for a research paper.  A new program, an application of technology, or a solution for a common problem usually entails description and evaluation.

 

Methodology, Approach, Conclusions:  The methodology for data gathering and analysis should be appropriate for the problem addressed.  Inferences from data should be sound -- the author should not reach undue conclusions.  Not all papers will entail research methodology, especially those which describe procedures or those which are historical.  Is the paper factually accurate?  Is it clear that the author knows, or has investigated previous work in the subject of the paper?

 

Writing Style, References:  Please indicate whether there are problems with expression, with grammar, and with general style.  Does the writing need to be tightened; are there many superfluous words; is the paper [unduly] "padded", etc.  Do NOT take the time to do copyediting – that will be handled later in the process.  However, general comments pointing out problems with style or format are useful.

 

Highlights and Implications (typically included for full papers only): Do the highlights capture the critical, unique messages of the paper? Highlights should not merely restate the abstract but allow readers to understand the key messages of the paper.  Implications should address the paper's information practice-related implications.  

 

Other Comments:  Any other comments not covered by the above categories.  

