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Of the 50+ top research institutions we informally
canvassed, only one has a course in Peer Review
(Northwestern University)

Limits of current peer review
training

Most scientists learn to perform peer review from trial-and-
error and/or informal discussions with mentors
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What is ACS Reviewer Lab?

Online course with six interactive
modules covering every step of the
peer review process

Content informed by ACS Editors-in-
Chief, authors, and early career ¥
researchers

Effective pedagogical tool, with
exercises and a rigorous final exam @
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1 INTRODUCTION TO
PEER REVIEW

What is peer review? Learn the
basics of peer review and the
critical role it plays in scientific

publication

3. PREPARING FOR
REVIEW

Every journal is unique, and
the scientific literaturs is.
constantly eveolving.
Preparation before evaluating
a manuscript will result in a
muore thorough review:

5. ASSESSING
PRESENTATION AND
READINESS FOR
PUBLICATION
Presentation is key. Use these
tools to evaluate manuscript
presentation and identify
potential issues related to
safety and data
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2. ETHICS IN PEER
REVIEW

Learn how to deal with difficult
ethical issues, potential
cenflicts of interest, and
perscnal biases in the peer
review process.

4. ASSESSING
SIGNIFICANCE AND
TECHNICAL QUALITY

Evaluating scientific
saundness and potential
impact is a key function of the
reviewer. Learn how to
effectively gauge impact and
rate technical quality.

6. WRITING YOUR
REVIEW

What makes a good review?
Learn how to write a quality

review and convey your ideas
with clarity.
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Geographical distribution

All-time breakdown of ACS Reviewer Lab users by country/region
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Time spent in course:

Increased 50% for Chinese participants

China and Japan

9 Doubled for Japanese participants

Median attempts to pass final exam:
3x higher for Chinese participants

) 2x higher for Japanese participants
£
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1) Introduction to Peer Review
2) Ethics in Peer Review

3) Preparing for Review

All users

4) Assessing Significance
and Technical Quality

5) Assessing Presentation and
Readiness for Publication

6) Writing Your Review
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As of last week, ACS Reviewer Lab is now available In
Chinese and Japanese
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Thank You!
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