
HOW WE CAN WRITE A REVIEW PAPER

I would request you to follow the Ten Simple rules laid down for writing a review paper by accessing the info from the
following link Ten Simple.

Such judgments have no place in the assessment of scientific quality, and they encourage publication bias
from journals as well as bad practices from authors to produce attractive results by cherry picking. Literature
cited: Use a standardized reference system. There are a few aspects that I make sure to address, though I cover
a lot more ground as well. I even selectively check individual numbers to see whether they are statistically
plausible. Note that, The review only responds to the research of the author and does not involve new research.
In addition to having more available data, other advantages include confirmatory data analysis and that
reviews are considered to be an evidence-based resource. Just pretend that it's your own research and figure
out what experiments you would do and how you would interpret the data. I make a decision after drafting my
review. I also think it is our duty as researchers to write good reviews. Thus, a large focus of your paper
should be a description of the data that support or refute that point of view. This is not always easy, especially
if I discover what I think is a serious flaw in the manuscript. Then, right in the Introduction, you can often
recognize whether the authors considered the full context of their topic. And secondly, how can it be
improved? Then, throughout, if what I am reading is only partly comprehensible, I do not spend a lot of
energy trying to make sense of it, but in my review I will relay the ambiguities to the author. I never use value
judgments or value-laden adjectives. It combines data from several studies to reach a conclusion that is
statistically stronger than any in the single studies, mainly because of having more study subjects and more
diversity among subjects. I used to sign most of my reviews, but I don't do that anymore. This varies widely,
from a few minutes if there is clearly a major problem with the paper to half a day if the paper is really
interesting but there are aspects that I don't understand. Look at the title of the article, abstract, introduction,
headings, opening sentences of paragraphs and conclusion. It encourages the author to perform better the next
time since the review provides suggestions or criticism of the article. It includes a summary of the review
question, the primary study reviewed and conclusions of the study. You should write notes and state
cross-references on the essential points. I also pay attention to the schemes and figures; if they are well
designed and organized, then in most cases the entire paper has also been carefully thought out. However in
quantitative reviews, study data are collected, and statistically evaluated ie. Some of the disadvantages are
they are more time consuming and not all studies will provide the requisite amount of data. I try to write my
reviews in a tone and form that I could put my name to, even though reviews in my field are usually
double-blind and not signed.


