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We greatly appreciate you serving as a reviewer for the International Journal of 
Voice Science (IJVS). Peer review is an essential part of the scientific publication 
process. Our aim is to publish high quality articles that meet high scientific 
standards. The following instructions should serve as a guideline when preparing a 
review. 

The IJVS is aimed internationally at voice researchers in the fields of medicine, 
health professions, psychology, linguistics, physics, phonetics and education. 

The IJVS 

• is a scientific open access journal 
• publishes original articles (studies, reviews, theoretical and methodological 

foundations and analyses) in double-blind peer review 
• publishes articles in German and English 
• has editors-in-chief from Germany, Austria and Switzerland 
• focuses on voice research from the perspective of different disciplines 

 

1. General information for reviews 

 

1.1 Processing time for a review 

In principle, the IJVS assumes a processing time of 30 days for a review. If you need 
more time, please inform the corresponding editor in time. 

1.2 Conflicts of interest 

Conflicts of interest do not automatically disqualify you from being a reviewer (e.g. if 
you have already worked with an author). Disclose these conflicts of interest to the 
corresponding editor. Co-authors of a manuscript are excluded from the role of 
reviewer. 

1.3 Confidentiality 

Keep the documents you receive as a reviewer strictly confidential. 

 

2. Assessment of the manuscript 

For five review criteria, reviewers can give a rating on a scale. This assessment 
supports the overall evaluation of the manuscript. 

  

2.1 Criterion: Relevance to the IJVS 

The first criterion is the question of the relevance of the topic (Does the manuscript 
correspond to the range of topics of the IJVS?). 
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The IJVS publishes original scientific articles (studies and reviews) from voice 
research. The following topics of voice research are addressed: 

• Studies on clinical questions/evidence of effectiveness 
• Studies on assessments and outcomes 
• Studies on innovative research methodological issues 
• Health services research/basic research 
• Patient perspective and participation/clinical reasoning 
• Evidence in diagnostics, therapy and prevention 
• Digital Health 

2.2 Criterion: Originality 

The second criterion is the originality of the contribution. Please assess whether the 
manuscript provides new scientific knowledge regarding the topic, content and 
method of voice research. 

2.3 Criterion: Theoretical background/methodology 

• Is the choice of methods (research design) appropriate for the research 
question or topic? 

• Is the literature on the theoretical background presented exhaustively? 
• Are data collection and evaluation methods adequate? 
• Is the methodological procedure justified? 
• Is the methodological procedure presented in a comprehensible way? 
• Is the research question adequately answered? 

2.4 Criterion: Presentation, interpretation and discussion of results 

• Are the results presented in a factual, clear, logical and understandable way? 
• Are graphics and tables (statistical) correct, complete, meaningfully integrated 

in the text and helpful for understanding? 
• Are the statistical results correct and the necessary key figures given? 
• Are the results plausibly comprehensible due to the methodology? 
• Are the presentation of results, interpretation and discussion clearly 

recognisable as such? 
• Is the discussion based on the results presented? 
• Does the discussion place the results in the current research literature and 

present what new insights the article contributes to existing knowledge? 
• Are limitations to the transferability of the results discussed? 

2.5 Criterion: Structure and readability of the text 

• Is the title appropriate for the content of the article? 
• Does the abstract reflect the content of the article? 
• Is the research question clearly formulated in the introduction and is 

the reference to the current, relevant research literature established? 
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• Is the introduction, the research question, theoretical frame of 
reference, methodology, results and discussion stringently related to 
each other? 

• Is the text written in comprehensible, factual language? 
• Are the formal requirements of the IJVS fulfilled (see IJVS Manuscript 

Guidelines)? 

2.6. Feedback to the authors 

The reviewers fill in the pdf file as feedback to the authors. These are forwarded to 
the authors by the corresponding editor. The feedback from the reviewers to the 
authors usually contains the following elements: 

• Short summary of the article (max. 5 sentences). 
• Short presentation of the most important points concerning the 

evaluations with regard to the five criteria 
• Summary evaluation with justification 
• Marking of passages in need of revision (Which changes/additions 

are necessary?) 

Please formulate your feedback in such a way that the authors cannot draw any 
conclusions about their identity. 


