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® Associate Professor and Research
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® Adjunct instructor for graduate
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® Supports undergraduate research
including publishing and sharing work
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Janaynne Carvalho do Amaral

e Social Anthropologist and Information
Scientist from Brazil

e Postdoctoral Research Associate at the
iSchool at lllinois

* Researches public participation in peer
review and peer review training

e Teaches scholarly communication and library
services and programs
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University Library + iSchool

Scholarship as a Conversation

Communities of scholars, researchers, or professionals
engage in sustained discourse with new insights and
discoveries occurring over time as a result of varied
perspectives and interpretations.



Undergraduate Journals at UIUC

1. lllinois Student Undergraduate Research Journal
2. Brain Matters

3. Lady Justice

4. Undergraduate History Journal at Illinois

5. Journal of Undergraduate Social Work Research

Double Helix and Undergraduate Psychology Journal
are in production.



PEER REVIEW IN SCHOLARLY JOURNALS:
HISTORY, PEOPLE, AND MODELS
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Librarians at the Center of Peer Review Training: Increasing
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Preprint talk at the Main Library

October, 2024



Research on peer review training

Peer Review of a Peer Review Training Resource

A Case Study with Undergraduate Students
Samuele Longo (FPhilosophy) | longodi@illinois. edu — Dr. Janaynne Carvalho do Amaral (iSchool) |
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ILSUR THE STUDENT
UNDERGCRADUATE RESEARCH JOURNAL

ILSURJ accepts submissions of both empirical and theoretical research manuscripts, along
with abstracts, literature reviews, and other innovative projects (such as a creative short
film, meaningful song, and much more). If you are not sure that your work is eligible for
publication, please do not hesitate to reach out and ask. Our team of copy editors utilizes a
standard rubric when reviewing manuscripts for publication. ILSURJ will review your
manuscript in sections and as a whole, examining specific goals for your introduction,
presentation of data, conclusion, and the overall cohesion and readability. The following
list includes recommended questions we encourage you to review and apply to your
manuscript before submission, as they are included in our selection criteria:

Introduction
e Whatisthe paper’s “hook?” Is it compelling and relevant?
What is the motivation for the research? Why is it significant?

{ ]
e Does the introduction recap the current state of the literature?
e If applicable, why is the reflection on this ethical question important?




Presentation of data/results/research

Are the methods aligned with the proposed question?

Do the experiments (or research) follow a reasonable and continuous train of
thought?

Are the figures easy to read and captioned well? Is the experimental data explained
well and contextualized to the larger story of the project?

Discussion/conclusion

Are the results tied back into the literature effectively?

Are the conclusions justified within the context of the original purpose and question?
Is there a comparison to other related studies or a connection made to other
research?

Are limitations of the research addressed?

Are the implications and future directions of the research addressed?

Overall cohesion and readability
Is the paper interesting and/or compelling?




Future work

* Stay in touch with students running the journals bc things
can change quickly with turnover of students.

e Continue to offer peer review trainings at the Main Library,
and surveying their needs, interests, and motivations first to
support student success and promote democratic access to
science.

e Design peer review workshops with undergraduate students
running student academic journals.



Questions?
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