
INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE A PEER REVIEW
Locate the poster that you were assigned in Canvas https://carmen.osu.edu to review (either at the Poster Symposium or online) and read the poster.  As you read the poster, answer all the questions (A-D) listed below.  Enter the four letters shown below A, B, C, D and your review using the Comments Tab on Carmen.  We recommend typing out your comments in a Word document FIRST or writing them down and then copying and pasting your comments into Carmen. Verify that all of your comments have posted to the Comments Tab. Then, click the “Save” button.  In total, your peer review should be at least 400 words in length.  You will be completely done with your review once you have successfully completed all these steps.  
Below (A-D) are the questions that you are REQUIRED to address in your peer review.  You MUST answer ALL the questions (A-D) below as you write your comments.  Your comments should NOT be a one or two-word response, but rather should be complete sentences that are thorough and detailed in the feedback that they provide.  You should describe BOTH what the author did well and what the author needs to improve upon in her/his writing.  In total, your peer review should be at least 400 words in length.  For comparison, about 450 words are contained here on this one page.   
Your review should describe specifically what the author needs to do and where in the poster these changes need to be made.  For example:  “The instrument used to measure the concentration of pollution in drinking water wasn’t described.  In column 3, paragraph 3, the author needs to explain the method of infrared spectroscopy that was used to measure the concentration of chloroform pollution in the drinking water collected from the city’s drinking fountains.”  

A. Intellectual Impact of the Poster
1. How well does the poster function as a piece of writing (i.e. quality of language, explanation of issue, description of methods, voice)?  
2. Is the poster scientifically accurate, how has the author demonstrated this to the reader?  
3. Does the design, flow and the creativity of the poster encourage learning?
B. Broader Impact of the Poster
1. How well does the poster function as a piece of teaching (i.e. quality of pedagogy, clarity of explanations)?  Does the poster tell an organized and detailed story that teaches you something new?  Is the poster too general and/or does it lack details that would make the content more educational or easier to understand?  
2. Does the poster contain all the necessary components needed to describe the story (i.e., introduction, material & methods, results and discussion) or are things missing that could enhance the story and what element(s) is missing?
C. Technical Details of the Poster
1. Has the author included at least ten sources and at least 6 from primary journals?
2. Has the author included at least 4 high-quality figures?  Did the author provide a reference for each and every figure?  Did the author provide a figure caption for every figure? Does the author include an original figure? Could the figures be improved, if so how can they be improved?
3. Has the author properly referenced their sources of data and information throughout their poster and if not where in the poster did they fail to do this?

D.  Summary of your Review
Based on your answers above, what is your final recommendation and why have you come to this conclusion?

1. Publish the poster in its current state (the poster is excellent).  It should be noted that this recommendation is very rarely given. 
2. Publish the poster with minor revisions (the poster is very good). 
3. Publish the poster after major revisions are made to it (the poster is good).  The poster is in good shape but the author needs to complete a substantial amount of work before it is ready for publication.  This work could include major changes required to fix figures and tables, or major changes required to fix large portions of the text.  
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