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RECAPITULATIO:

CRecenzira nje-kamen temeljac v objavljivanju nauénih radoval \

“It is the method by which grants are allocated, papers published, academics promoted,
and Nobel prizes won”
(Smith, R. Peer review: A flawed process at the heart of science and journals. J.R.Soc.
Med. 2006, 99, 178-182, https://doi.org/10.1258/jrsm.99.4.178)

o Nedovoljno vrednovan (zanemaren) faktor razvoja celokupne nauke

o Odobrenje od recenzenata za razmenu naucnih informacija je jedan od najsnaznijih
izraza profesionalnog priznanja pojedinaca/grupe i instrument drustvene kontrole u
naucnoj zajednici

(Daffidof F.  Improving peer review: who's responsiblee BMJ  2004,;328
https://doi.org/10.1136/bm|.328.7441.657)

Neophodnost kompelentnih recenzenta
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*Misleading Metrics: Emphasis on publication count and journal impact factors

encourages quantity over quality. Number of papers increasing

exponentially at a rate of ~10% per
year (Raoult 2020,
doi:10.3390/publications8010004)

*Technology & Al: Generative Al, preprint servers, and automated submission
systems accelerate publication, increasing volume but sometimes compromising
rigor.

Commercial Incentives: Pay-to-publish models can boost output but
occasionally reduce editorial scrutiny, prioritizing revenue over scientific quality.

*Systemic Pressures: Career advancement, funding expectations, and academic
evaluation criteria all contribute to the flood of papers.




NEODRZIVOST RECENZIRANJA | KRIZA KVALITETA NAUKE

“Peer reviewers are overwhelmed, editors stretched thin, and the signal-to-noise ratio is collapsing”

Z

MDPI

F

Peer-review reports received (millions) Total articles published (thousands)

B o
Annual report S —— e 208 0
2023 Y — 1o N . 204 / 0
B annualized publication growth (2020-2023)
S I 73 I 20 5

2020
o
—2
=]

H 165.2

...... = — Low-Value Literature:
Thousands of retractions each /ﬁ
year highlight a reliability crisis -

(Live Science, 2024).

Academic Burnout: Eroding Public Trust:
Researchers devote excessive Low-quality studies,
time fo reviewing and reading particularly in health, climate,
papers, leaving less for original and technology, can mislead
research. policymakers and the public.
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PREPOZNAVANJE DRUSTVENOG ZNACAJA VRSENJA
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Emerging Solutions

*Registered Reports: Research protocols are peer-reviewed before data
collection, reducing bias and emphasizing methodological rigor.

/‘\ . ) . . .
*Open Peer Review: Publishing reviewer reports enhances transparency
and accountability.
\
«Community Review Platforms: Peer Community In (PCI) provides expert
@ review for preprints, helping prioritize quality over speed.

*Reviewer Incentives: Programs recognizing and rewarding reviewers can
reduce burnout and increase evaluation reliability.

*Responsible Metrics & Open Science: |nitiatives like the Leiden Manifesto
and EQUATOR Network encourage careful evaluation, tfransparency, and
adherence to ethical research standards.
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Conclusions

As novel method for the integration of multiple omics data, the INF method is applied to

the three datasets proposed for the CAMDA 2017 Neuroblastoma Data Integration

challenge. We compared INF classification performance with simple juxtaposition and .
rSNF, proving that it performs comparably or better than either in most cases, with the
advantage of very compact feature sets (on average 75% reduction with similar

accuracy). We additionally tested an omics-integration framework based on deep

learning to identify a novel set of “meta-features” able to distinguish patient groups

with markedly different survival curves. The relationship between meta-features

derived from the deep learning autoencoder and the INF features is currently under

development.

Reviewers' comments

Reviewer's report 1: Djork-Arné Clevert, Bioinformatics Department, Bayer
AG, Berlin, Germany

Reviewer comment: Quality of written English. Needs some language corrections

before being published.




There are various tvpos and very minor errors, which I have not listed here (e.g. in line 22 it
should be 'Main conclusions’).
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Peerage of Science

Solutions For Reviewers

ForAGthors Why should you review in Peerage of Science?
ﬁ For Reviewers * Build peer reviewed reputation showing your expertise

For Editors In Peerage of Science, you get quantitative, peer-reviewed, externally verifiable
’ 2 measure of your expertise in the scientific fields you provide reviews for. You can

For Publishers show your activity (the number of reviews done) and your average Peerage
m Essay Quality (PEQ) in your Profile — and in your CV!

* Get peer reviewed publications -
Line 230-231 - [ do not follow the end of the same sentence! [t does not scem 1o telate to

results reported in Fig.2. Ts it referring to o possible alternative first-level split?

Line 252 -- "a minimwm of four neighbouring plots”. I do not understand. From lines 172-174
| thought that the final predictions would use a fixed number of neighbouring plots, once the
'best’ k had been established, NOT a variable number with a fixed minimum. Also Table 2
legend suggests itis k=4 notl k»=4.

Line 270 -- betler to join this paragraph (o the previous once so the first paragraph of the
discussion summarises the key tindings.

Lines 312-313 -- Surely you can investigate this by sub-sampling vour data. | suggest you
either do this section propetly or remove it. From what you say on page 15 the better option

seems 10 be to keep the section and do the extra analysis.
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Peer Communlty Journal

From preprmt evaluation to publication

In a diamond open access journal

1
DEPOSIT

your manuscript
on a preprint
server
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SUBMIT pmadVl:-iNE]

your preprint to your article in Pee)
PCI for peer Community
review Journal or submit
to another journa

Following submission by authors, thematic PCls evaluate preprints in their respective scientific fields through rigorous peer
review. Upon positive evaluation, the PCls validate and publicly recommend those preprints, making them complete, reliable,
and citable. Authors who need to publish their PCI-recommended article in a journal can transfer it for publication, free of
charge, in the diamond open access Peer Community Journal or submit it to a PCl-friendly or other journal




"My Elsevier Reviews Profile aims to create a standard way of
recording and acknowledging reviewers contribution in high
guality scientific publication.”

LSEVIER
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My Elsevier Reviews Profile
We bs h (0] p an d BOO ksto re Peer review is the comerstone of science, and Elsevier is
dedicated to supporting and izing our ji §
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. JMB provides high quality and broad coverage in all areas of molecular biology. Editorial ' K
m/CO nn eCt/reVIewe rs- decisions are made by the editorial board members who are active scientists and recognized aW)z;d;dxto ’i:
_ . _ experts in their respective fields. The editorial board works very closely with a large number :)“:‘
u pd ate/pee r-review of dedicated reviewers to offer expert and constructive comments to authors with the goal of in recognition of an outstanding contribution to the quality of the journal s
u Si ng'tOd ays_tec h no I ogy improving their manuscripts. ?:‘E
. ]
Register as a reviewer for Journal of Molecular Biology Thomas J.R. Hughes, .Edltor Carrie Christensen %
(https://www.reviewerrecognition.elsevier.com/reviewmore/?journal=JMB) J. Tinsley Oden, Editor Publisher :)5
Manolis Papadrakakis, Editor b

. . P o
Please make sure to spemfy your areas of expertise, your short CV, your motivation for &mﬁy‘? VoVuYa¥: *m@mﬁ%@m&"vvw"?\" vg’gﬁm&mm
choosing this journal to review for and indicate your availability. It is then up to the relevant
editors to contact volunteer reviewers in order to request a review.
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Find a journal in your field

w . . e . . Agriculture
We are sincerely grateful to scholars who give their time to peer-review articles 9

submitted to MDPI journals. Rigorous peer-review is the corner-stone of high quality [ Aims & SCOP‘{ ][ Become a Reviewer ]
academic publishing.”
— The MDPI editorial team.
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C | & Secure | https://authorservices.wiley.com/Reviewers/journal-reviewers/recognition-for-reviewers.html
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Reviewers > Journal Reviewers = Recognition For Reviewers
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¥ Reviewers
¥ Journal Reviewers
¥ What is Peer Review

? How to Perform a Peer
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Becoming a Reviewer
Recognition For Reviewers
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¥ Wiley Peer Review Study
Review Confidentiality Policy

> Book Reviewers
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Peer
Review
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Review Reviewer Resources

Recognition for Reviewers

A reviewer’s input to the editorial process is invaluable, and as publishers, we seek recognize the efforts of

reviewers.,

The ways reviewers currently receive recognition varies from journal to journal, and can include:

* Being included in a journal's annual list of reviewers, typically in the year's first or last issue. This is the most common form of

recognition

* Receiving complimentary online access to the journal, or package of journals, for a specific time period

+ Getting a letter or certificate of contribution from the journal editor

Exploring New Methods

At Wiley, we're looking into other ways to acknowledge a reviewer's co
look at recording reviewer activity as a measurable research oyifUt. For example, we 3
reviewers for selected Wiley journals to get credit for their pedr reviews on Publons.

ion, We currently have some initiatives underway which
s Lndertaking a pilot which enables peer
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Graduates of the Publons Academy will:

Break into the world of expert peer reviewers
Overcome fears about performing their first pre-
publication reviews

Fully understand how the peer review process works
Have reviewed published papers in their area of
expertise

Be endorsed by their supervisor

Connect with editors at relevant journals

PUBLONS ACADEMY
.

,» The establishment of the Publons Academy is
a key step in helping to ensure reviewers have
access to rigorous training for this task of truth-
seeking."
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Reviewer Credits - Metrics for peer review

Peer reviewing is a very demanding, effort driven and time consuming
undertaking. It requires great professionalism, but it is often under
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How Mendeley helps you as a reviewer

* A private view on your reviewed publications

Mendeley users get a private view into the impact made by articles they have reviewed that
were published in Elsevier journals, including how often the article has been viewed, cited and

read. Their anonymity as a reviewer is maintained, as their reviewed publications are not

visible to others.
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January 7, 2011 | The Daily Mail and Mail on Sunday (London) (United Kingdem) | LexisNexis terms apply
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January 6, 2011 | Publisher: Newcastle Chronicle & Journal (United Kingdom) | LexisNexis terms apply
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For Researchers Post Publication Peer Review (FPPR) for ScienceOpen Research articles and all content on our platform (currently more than 28 million article records).

Why Review for ScienceOpen?

Peer review is an essential part of the scientific publishing and communication process, By sharing their expert opinion, researchers evaluate and
improve the research of their peers. Even if an article has been published and 'passed’ peer review, you can still comment on it, as research is a

Join for FREE

and become part of the ScienceOpen
network

continuous process. The only reason there would ever be no value in doing this would be if all published work were completely infallible, which is
clearly not the case,

One major problem with the traditional model of peer review is that reviewers are seldom credited for their voluntary performance. A further issue is
that some unscrupulous reviewers hamper scientific prograss by demanding questionable changes, either intentionally exploiting anonymity or because
they are simply unsuitable. In short, peer review suffers from a lack of transparency, recognition, and accountability, which are hardly valid aspects of
the geld standard that we hold peer review to.

How is any system that is closed, exclusive, and secretive supposed to be objective?
ScienceOpen is set to change this.

At ScienceOpen, the identity of the reviewers and their comments are visible at all times. This means that peer reviews have to be constructive,
courtzous, and well-written, as we should expect. These pesr reviews are also moderated by ORCID to maintain some standard of quality control that

about.scienceopen.com/category/about-scienceopen/ status or any sort of academic hierarchy. Any sort of system like this requires a standard of moderation, and we believe that by integrating -
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This workflow sets out a process in which a typical peer review system may integrate #ith the ORCID API. It gives a

Ikthrough of the process of receiving validated ORCID iDs from reviewers,_fe#feving data from ORCID records, adding peer
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process—many systems may only collect reviewers' iDs and display them within your system or in metadata.
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Get started with your integration

Request AP| access

API 2.0 tutorials
Integration points ntroduction

Workflows Peer review is central to the evaluation of research — not just for journal article publication, but also for conference
programming, for awarding grants, and for making hiring, promotion, and tenure decisions. Embedding ORCID iDs into your
workflows can help streamline your processes, improve the management of people databases, and improve discoverability.
And importantly, you can play your part in building a trusted research information infrastructure by asserting the connection
between individuals and their peer review activity.
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participants (see the Management Committee page)

Abstract

SOCIAL MEDIA

Peer review is a cornerstone of science, whose quality and efficiency depends on a complex, large-scale collaboration
process, which is sensitive to motivations, incentives and institutional contexts. Recent proofs of the failures of peer review,

due to judgment bias and parochialism and cases of misconduct, have contributed to calls for a reconsideration of the
rigour and quality of the process. This Action aims to improve efficiency, transparency and accountability of peer review ﬁ
through a trans-disciplinary, cross-sectorial collaboration. The objectives of this Action are: (i) to analyse peer review in

different scientific areas by integrating quantitative and qualitative research and incorporating recent experimental and

romniitatinnal findines: (i) tn eualiiate imnlicatinns of different mndels nf neer review and tn eynlore new incentive
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