Peer Review Guidelines for Introduction

Providing feedback to our peers is a crucial skill, essential for learning how to give helpful critiques and how to receive constructive criticism of our work. Oftentimes, we’re so deeply immersed in our field of study that it’s difficult for us to take a step back and evaluate our writing objectively.

Giving and receiving feedback is an ongoing process. It typically involves multiple rounds of revisions to get our writing to where we want it to be, and where it needs to be to get published. When offering feedback, strive to be clear and respectful, focusing on constructive suggestions rather than simple yes/no or good/bad responses. Similarly, receiving constructive criticism graciously is essential for growth in our writing.

Peer Review Guidelines

· Initial Reading: Read the entire introduction twice to familiarize yourself with the content.
· Use Guidelines: Use the peer feedback table and the questions that follow as prompts for your feedback. You do not need to use the same terminology or answer each question directly; rather, the guidelines serve to guide your attention to key aspects of the introduction where feedback is valuable. 
· Avoid Simplistic Feedback: Instead of yes/no or good/bad responses, try to offer suggestions or pose questions to help the author clarify or improve unclear points.
· Focus on Constructive Feedback: Aim to provide 2-3 points highlighting strengths of the introduction and 2-3 areas needing clarification or improvement. Focus on aspects such as coherence, flow, sentence structure, terminology, wordiness, etc. 
· Keep in Mind:  Acknowledge the challenge of reviewing across disciplines. Regardless, we want to aim to make our writing as understandable as possible for readers outside our specific field of expertise.

 Additional Notes for Reviewers:
· Constructive Feedback: Focus on helping the author improve clarity, coherence, and overall effectiveness of their introduction.
· Field of Expertise: Acknowledge that reviewing across disciplines can be challenging but strive to provide feedback that enhances understandability for a broader audience.
· Revision Suggestions: Encourage specific suggestions for improvement rather than just pointing out issues.
Additional Notes for Authors Receiving Feedback:
· Consideration: Review feedback objectively and keep it in mind as you revise your introduction to enhance clarity and coherence.
· Revision: Focus on addressing the identified areas for improvement while maintaining the integrity of your academic content.
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· Title:
· Is there a title? Does it accurately reflect the content of the introduction?
· If not, suggest a revised title or provide feedback for improvement.
· Structure:
· Are there clear paragraphs?
· Do the topic sentences effectively introduce each paragraph’s main idea?
· Definition of Terms:
· Are specialized terms adequately defined?
· Identify any terms that may need clarification or further explanation.
· Use of Quotations:
· If quotations are used, do they effectively support and clarify points made by the author?
· References:
· Are there missing references where additional support or context would be beneficial?
· Suggest specific areas where references could enhance the introduction.
· Clarity of Sentences:
· Highlight sentences that are difficult to follow or understand.
· Offer suggestions to improve clarity or rephrase confusing sentences.
· Sentence Structure:
· Evaluate sentence structure for clarity and coherence.
· For example. you may recommend breaking up long sentences or combining shorter ones where necessary.
· Paragraph Coherence:
· Assess the flow of ideas within each paragraph.
· Comment on how well ideas connect from one sentence to the next within paragraphs.
· Paragraph Transitions:
· Identify effective transitions between paragraphs.
· Recommend where additional transitions could improve the overall coherence and flow.
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Opening/Positive Encouragement

"First of all, I'd like to say..."
"I really enjoyed reading this because..."
"You did a great job with..."

Summarizing the Content

"Your paper focuses on..."

"As | understand it, your main argument
is.."

"The central thefne appears to be..."

Providing Constructive Criticism

"I think there might be a bit of confusion
in this section..."

"One suggestion | have is to..."

"This part could benefit from some
clarification..."

"It would strengthen your argument if

you...

Highlighting Strengths

"The way you articulated this point was
very effective..."

"l was impressed with your use of
evidence in this section..."

"Your writing style is very engaging,
especially when you..."

Suggesting Improvements or

"Have you considered looking at..."

Alternatives "Another perspective you might explore
is.."
"You might find it helpful to reference..."
Asking Clarifying Questions "Can you elaborate on..."

"What do you mean by..."
"How does this relate to..."

Commenting on Technical Aspects (e.g.,
wordiness, sentence structure, jargon,
structure, citations)

"Make sure to follow the appropriate
citation style, such as..."

"There are a few formatting issues here
that need attention..."

"The structure of the paper would flow
better if you..."





