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Objective
Test
various coordinated reviewer misconducts.

methods to investigate review millsi: MDPI (11 journals) 2018-2025 122,831 47,593 251.5 12,430 (10.12%) 1,604 (1.31%)

2015-2022

2016, 2017
2020, 2022

2021-2024

Peerd? (7 journals) 12,959 6,292 504.8

NLPEER? (5 conferences
and F1000Research)

BMJ

1,137 (8.77%) 62 (0.48%)

We studied 4 datasets of peer-review reports in search for
evidence of such practices.
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12,001 NA

356.3 951 (7.88%) 122 (1.01%)

308 97 530.4

37 (12.01%)

2 (0.65%)
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We Investi gate d P lain-text re ports on Iy ( excludin g attac hed A, Santonocito S, Alibrandi A, 2) Isola G, Polizzi A, Muraglie | Alibrandi A, Ramaglia L, Leonardi :;‘t’i'f;zsrerg‘e’etglra(sg;fg;’“ authors should be better Investig. 2018 2018, 24, 14281441, chr"r';";

. . . p ), .. Williams RC. Periodontitis activates S, Leonardi R, Lo Giudice A. | R. Effectiveness of a nutraceutical levels. J PerioIZion tol. 2020 Oct specified, at the end of the Apr;22(3):1559-1565. doi: doi:10.1111/0di.12806. The Caccam

fl I ES) . CO NSI d erin g RO un d 1 on Iy, We com p Uted statistics the NLRP3 inflammasome in serum Assessment of Vitamin C and | agent in the non-surgical r d;).i' 10.1002 /JPIéR 50.0242 OIS scction, the 10M007/500784%017752244%6] | authors should be better C Lent

and saliva. J Periodontol. 2021 May Antioxidant Profiles in Saliva | periodontal therapy: a randomized, o ' " | rational of the study and the 2) Ferlazzo N, Curro M, specified, at the end of the R

on.: 19. doi: 10.1002/JPER.21-0049. The and Serum in Patients with controlled clinical trial. Clin Oral ’srhi?;;go;st :E::ﬁjdb:fbt;:er aim of the study with the null Zinellu A, Caccamo D, Isola ection, the ﬁdilffz

authors should be better specified, at Periodontitis and Ischemic Investig. 2020 Jun 17. doi: pe-’ec tion. the rational hypothesis. In the matéfialand | G, Ventura V, Carru C, rational of the study and the with %h]

O Re p O rt I en gt h , the end of the [EIBEEscction, the | Heart Disease. Nutrients. 2019 | 10.1007/s00784-020-03397-z. 3) of the studv and the ,aim of the methods section, should'bettét | Matarese G, Ientile R. aim of the study with the null Dis. 20"

rational of the study and the aim of the | Dec 4;11(12). pii: E2956. doi: | Isola G, Polizzi A, Santonocito S, stidy; In thye e — clarify how 'was performed theé | Influence of MTHFR Genetic | hypothesis. In the material and 0 1 . ]'
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stages of the review. The discussion rational of the study and the Coronary Heart Disease. Int J Mol zgiltgilvlcljrir;e:hzfst:;c};mcnans normalized or not. Please pii: E724. doi: 10.3390/ specify if data were :i:t;t:g

section appears well organized with aim of the study with the null | Sci. 2019 Dec 1;20(23):6061. doi: reparatrion. The dizcussion Specify if was used atestunit: | ijms18040724. The authors normalized or not. Please chcmic:

the relevant paper that support the hypothesis. In the materials 10.3390/ijms20236061. The ls)ecfion appe;ars well organized The discussion section appears | should be better specified, at specify if was used a test unit. Moreo;
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C | " : e — O — : : support the conclusions, even if " Pap o PPO : : : 8 stages 0

onciusions periodontitis and implant failure. The | exclusion criteria of the section, the rational of the study : conclusions, even if the study and the aim of the study | relevant paper that support the \

conclusion should reinforce in light of | analysed sample and the and the aim of the case report. In ::e aosott dl:::uss authors should better discuss with the null hypothesis. In the | conclusions, even if the :ctloln ‘

O Clear evidence of tem o late-based peer-review repo rts the discussions. In conclusion, I am radiographic assessment of the material and methods section, m: S — k e — i:a Y| the importance of stem cells i | MaterialanAMetiodsisestion] | authors should better discuss co;:uz

sure that the authors are fine clinicians | BL. The discussion section should better clarify who regarding thepgcingival healing dentisteyy The conclusion should better clarify how was | the importance of occlusal should ‘

practices (limitation: copy-paste of instructions).

who achieve very nice results with

appears well organized with

performed data collection and the

post-treatment. The conclusion

should reinforce in light of the

performed theiroot canal

clation

their adopted protocol. However, this the relevant paper that support | subject selection. The discussion should reinforce in light of the discussions. In conclusion, | obturation and the failure load. | conclusion should reinforce in petiodo
O The extent of these practices varies from one dataset to — e et oo | i O e ot | diScussions. I conclusion, [ am | oz ORI | oonelosion. | o o that e | CONEIU
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: g p 4 n this journal and requests a revisior biomarkers during should better discuss the results with their adonte dry adopted protocol. However, The discussion section appears | achieve very nice results with cliniciay
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fields or to journals, editors or publishers’ habits.
O More openly available review reports datasets would

omments Liscussion Fleast

discussions. In conclusion, |
am sure that the authors are
fine clinicians who achieve
very nice results with their

should reinforce in light of the
discussions. In conclusion, I am
sure that the authors are fine
clinicians who achieve very nice
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publication in this journal anc

conclusions, even if the
authors should better discuss
the importance of medium in

the study in vitro [NSRESEV

publication’in'this journal and

. . add a specific sentence that clarifies adopted protocol. However, results with their adopted protocol. ' The conclusion should requests a revision before a
hel p fu rther Cha I'a Cte rise d nd u nderSta nd th IS the results obtained in the first part of | this study, in my view does not | However, this study, in my view ‘ reinforce in light of the further re evaluation of the
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