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Some Texas Wildflowers 
Greetings again. Here in Texas, the spring wildflowers are blooming. Today we took some international students on a drive to see wildflowers.

Most of this weekend, however, I’m working. The work includes revising a manuscript, based on comments from peer reviewers.

Peer review—in which experts in one’s field evaluate manuscripts, grant proposals, or other items—is important. This week, Julie Walker     at INASP mentioned a new resource on this topic.

This resource, “Peer Review: A Guide for Researchers”, was published by the Research Information Network, a policy unit in the United Kingdom. It includes an excellent flowchart showing the peer review process at journals.

I think that some common myths exist about peer review. Let me discuss 3 of them.

One myth is that the only purpose of peer review is to decide whether to accept an item. Actually, another important purpose is to obtain suggestions that will improve the item.

A second myth is that whether to publish a paper is just a vote of the peer reviewers. Actually, editors also consider other factors, such as the reasons given by the peer reviewers and the amount of space in the journal.

A third myth is that peer reviewers should focus only on weaknesses. Actually, reviewers also should mention strengths of the item they’re reviewing. This information helps editors, and it encourages authors.

I’m glad the peer reviewers said they liked my manuscript overall. Their encouragement helps motivate me to follow their suggestions.

Now, back to work!

同行评议 

Barbara Gastel著，2010年4月11日；刘玮　译
同行评议很重要，它是某一领域的专家对论文、基金项目标书或其他资料进行评估。INASP的Julie Walker提供了关于这一主题的新资源――由英国的研究信息网络（Research Information Network）发表的《同行评议：研究人员指南》（Peer Review: A Guide for Researchers）。它包括一些期刊进行同行评议的流程图。
以下三点需要注意。第一，同行评议的目的不仅是决定是否录用某篇文章或通过某些基金申请，另一重要目的是提供有助于提高的建议。第二，是否发表某篇文章也不仅是根据同行评议人员的投票结果，主编也会考虑其他一些因素，例如同行评议人员的理由以及该期刊的版面。第三，同行评议人员不应该仅仅关注缺点，也应提出所评议资料的优点，以帮助主编进行判断，并鼓励作者。
