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Definition 

Peer review is a procedure for the evaluation of scientific work. 

Independent experts working in the same subject (peers) express 

their professional opinion on the submitted material. 
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Overall Goal 

 Each paper  completes a peer review process 

 

 Each paper gets reviewed by 2 students, the advisor provides 
feedback (3rd review) 

 Reviews should be critical and objective. 

 Reviews are anonymous (so keep this in mind as an reviewer) 

• Note: While we do not disclose the identity of the reviewer, other information 
such as metadata of the submitted documents may reveile the reviewer’s 
identity 

 

 Goal: Improve the quality of the (seminar) papers 
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Motivation 

 

 

 

„He who flatters me is my enemy, who blames 

me is my teacher.“ 
(Chinese  proverb) 
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Template 
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Review 

 Title 

 Author of the paper 

 Summary 

 Strengths of the paper  

 Weaknesses of the paper 

 Questions to the author 

 Correctness of content 

 Formal mistakes 
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Summary 

 Title 

 Author of the paper 

 Summary 

 Strengths of the paper  

 Weaknesses of the paper 

 Questions to the author 

 Correctness of content 

 Formal mistakes 

Summary 

!= 

copy + paste of the abstract 

 5 - 10 sentences 

 Purpose? 
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 Is this paper worth being published? 

 Why? 

 Does it provide additional value compared to the (cited) sources? 

 Are explanations and facts presented in an understandable way? 

 Structure, golden thread? 

 Methods, results, claims, conclusions? 

 … 

 

Professional Opinion 

 Title 

 Author of the paper 

 Summary 

 Strengths of the paper  

 Weaknesses of the paper 

 Questions to the author 

 Correctness of content 

 Formal mistakes 
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 Is this paper not worth being published? 

Why not? 

 Is it off topic? Are the pages filled with useless content to reach the 

required number of pages? 

 Are statements based on well argumentation, cites, good examples 

that fit the story of the paper? 

 … 

Professional Opinion 

 Title 

 Author of the paper 

 Summary 

 Strengths of the paper  

 Weaknesses of the paper 

 Questions to the author 

 Correctness of content 

 Formal mistakes 
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 Did you understand everything? Were statements precise? 

 Was everything important well explained? 

 Were some of the explanations hard to understand? 

 … 

Suggesting Improvements 

 Title 

 Author of the paper 

 Summary 

 Strengths of the paper  

 Weaknesses of the paper 

 Questions to the author 

 Correctness of content 

 Formal mistakes 
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 Are there any (technical) mistakes? 

 Is the author precise? Some terms may be hints:  

 Many, often, most, long, passive sentences, uncountable, a growing 

number of, … 

 Does the author clearly distinguish his opinion from facts 

 Cites (Can you really find the information in the cited source?) 

 … 

Finding Mistakes 

 Title 

 Author of the paper 

 Summary 

 Strengths of the paper  

 Weaknesses of the paper 

 Questions to the author 

 Correctness of content 

 Formal mistakes 
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 Number of Pages 

 Formatting  

 Spelling, grammar, impression & optic 

 Narrative style? False friends? 

 References graphics + explanation? 

Structure 

 Title 

 Author of the paper 

 Summary 

 Strengths of the paper  

 Weaknesses of the paper 

 Questions to the author 

 Correctness of content 

 Formal mistakes 
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Expectations 

 Extent: 

  ~ 2500 caracters per review 
• May vary depending on the quality of the reviewed paper 

 25% of the final grade (= 1 of 4 ECTS) 

• ~ 30 houres (for both reviews) 

 

 The quality of the review will be judged 

 This means the reviews are part of the reviewer‘s grade 

 

 We expect from you: 

 Read the paper 

 Look up (most of) the references 

 Understanding the topic (if required do own research) 

 Provide profound feadback 

 Encourage improvement of the paper. 
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FAQ 

Q: May I make comments directly into the PDF? 

A:  Yes, this makes perfect sense for e.g. spelling mistakes. Just make a 

comment into your review like: “The paper has many spelling mistakes, 

see unnoted PDF”. Upload of both files as *.zip 

 

Q: Is this fair if I get graded for reviews someone else has written? 

A: We will grade the reviews written by YOU (each with 12,5%) about 

others. Grading of these sub parts is made by the advisor of the reviewed 

paper, not by your advisor. 

 

Q: Can an you provide me an example of good reviews? 

A: Until 2013 reviews of papers have been published at the Internet 

Measurement Conference (IMC). This is a good conference and most 

reviews are of high quality. Link: 

http://conferences.sigcomm.org/imc/2013/program.html 

 

http://conferences.sigcomm.org/imc/2013/program.html
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