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Submission = Publication

1. Téma — patfi do naseho
Casopisu?

2. Pocet znaku/slov

3. Citacni styl

4. Formalni usporadani
clanku

5. Obsah — kvalita,
novost, prinos k oboru

6. Jazyk

Odmitnuti

Hledani
recenzentd,
oslovovani...

Odmitnuti

Velké zmeény

(major revisions)

Mensi zmény

(minor revisions)

Revize
Vyjadreni se k recenzi



Submission

Davat si pozor na citacni styl
Pozorné procist jednotlivé kroky zasilani ¢clanku
do Casopisu a dusledné se jimi ridit

Uvést vSechny spoluautory, mozné konflikty
zajmu, zdroje financovani

Nikdy ne! %

— neposilat ¢lanek do vice ¢asopist najednou

— neposilat ¢lanek do ¢asopisu jen pro ziskani rychlé
zpetné vazby



Recenzni rizeni

* Cilem je zaruceni kvality clanku.

* Chce cas... spoustu €asu.

— hledani recenzentu — klicova slova, seznam literatury,
editorial board

— oslovovani recenzentu, ¢ekani na odpovéd, remindery
— samotné psani recenze (cca 1 meésic)
— hodnoceni editora
— dohromady 3-4 meésice, mnohdy déle N
 Jako autofi byste méli byt informovani o tom, Ve
jakeé fazi vas clanek je
— transparentnost




Typy recenzi

Single-blind (masked review)

— autor ¢lanku nezna jména recenzentu
Double-blind (double-masked)

— jména autora a recenzenta zna jen redakce
Open

— jména jsou znama

Post-publication

— pripominky po publikovani clanku



Co od recenze Cekat

Peer-review: nezavislé kritické zhodnoceni
clanku odborniky v oboru (kolegy)
Vyjadreni ke kazdé sekci clanku (v idealnim
pripadé)

Velmi konkrétni doporuceni a navrhy na
zlepseni ¢lanku

Zdvorilost

— i pokud je recenze velmi kriticka (a clanek velmi
Spatny)



Jak psat recenzi

Celkové zhodnoceni ¢lanku
Vyjadreni k tématu ¢lanku: ddlezZitost, aktualnost, ...
Celkova kvalita textu: organizace, vystiznost, jazyk
Vyjadreni k jednotlivym castem clanku:
a) Prehled dosavadnich poznatkl — dikladnost, relevance, ...
b) Definice problému — jasnost, ...
c) Vzorek a jeho tvorba — dostatecnost popisu, ..
d) Design a metodologie — vhodnost, kvalita provedeni, ...

e) Vysledky — srozumitelnost, ...
f)  Diskuze — kvalita, pozornost k validité a limitdm

BN e

valuation

5. Shrnuti a vypichnuti dlleZitého OUT STANDING
* Velmi konkrétni x velmi obecné E)(Ce”ent
od

 Dojem x vecnost ory GO
\/E



Finally, I have a number of minor comments.
p.2. “Moreover, teens communicating ... communicate more readily.” Better would be
“Teens disclose more readily when they frequently communicate with friends, and ..."
p.2. “... incline higher restrictions.” Do you mean “result in higher restrictions.”
p.2. “Implications that emerge..., are discussed” Better would be “Finally, we discuss the

r

p.3. “Highly mediated”. | think you mean “are popular in the media”, or simply
“popular”.

p.3. “Following this media attention also the research into...” Akward, maybe better
would be: “The increased attention in the popular press has also resulted inincreased
attention from academia”, or something similar.

p.3. “Bullied in SNS” = “Bullied on SN5".

The first paragraph on page 4 may be shortened. It is important to know that
adolescents can only rely on their own privacy awareness. A discussion of policy
initiatives regarding general internet use is not necessary.

p.6. “Christofides did not find gender differences in levels of personal data disclosure for
as well teenagers as adults” = “...level of personal data disclosure between adolescents
and adults”.

p.11. “One’s” =“ones”.

p.12. “Second, at vertical level there is..." | don't really understand what you are trying to
say here.

p.17. “Thus, persons having a SN5 profile...” The word “Thus" is not needed, even
confusing.

P.17. In the adult sample, 55% uses Facebook, 20% uses Netlog. What SNSs do the
remaining 25% use? Moreover, you may want to explain that Netlog is the main Belgian
SNS.

Results section. When reporting a number that cannot exceed 1 or -1, you do not need
to use a zero before the decimal point. For example, p-values, correlations.

A" 4

y 4

)
c
)
Q

Results section. Also include t-values, F-values, Chi-square’s and the like, so we not
which analyses were conducted, for example, t{df) = 3.45, p < .01.

p.20, top. “...adolescents disclose 13 of the 18 personal data.” Incorrect sentence.
Minor issue. The authors sometimes use a blank line to separate paragraphs and
sometimes a single enter. Please be consistent.

Konkr

Minor issue, references. For titles of journal articles, books, etc. first letters of words are
not capitalized, except the first one of course. Only journal names are capitalized.




Uvod: This paper explores the relationship between Facebook intensity and
friendship contingent self-esteem. Overall, | found the paper to be well
written and appropriate for publication in Cyberpsychology: Journal of
Psychosocial Research on Cyberspace. However, several questions and
concerns arose during my review of the paper that need to be addressed...

Zaveér: Finally, | have to recommend article to be refused, because it has
methodological pitfalls, it misinterprets the data and it uses out-of-date theory. |
would suggest the author to continue in the research, use different methodology and
include more recent theory to his or her research.

Editor only: Please apologize this harsh of review; usually | do not express such a
tough criticism. But in my opinion this paper is so poor from so many perspectives
that I think it’s almost impertinent to expect other people spending their time on
reading/reviewing it. And in the end, as expressed to the authors, | think such work is
not helpful for the entire genre of educational games — although the authors are
clearly in favour of them. Well ...




Cyberpsychology.eu

Review Form - Cyberpsychology: Journal of Psychosocial

Research on Cyberspace

Narrative: Feedback should be as specific and as constructive as possible.

Article Title:

Reviewer name:

Evaluation form

low

high

Importance of issue addressed

Significance of contribution

Quality of writing (clarity, organization)

Thoroughness of the literature review

Clarity of the problem definition

Description of sample and sampling procedures

Quality of research design and methodology

Clarity of data presentation

Attention to generalizability, validity and limitations of study

Overall evaluation

Note: Type .X" in the relevant cells {one per row).

RECOMMENDATION

Accept.

Minor revisions.

Major revisions.

Reject.

Note: Type X" in one relevant cell.

Comments to the Editor only:




Revize

Predélani na zakladé komentarui recenzent
— ne vSechny je nutné zapracovat
— i komentare, se kterymi nesouhlasite, jsou pro vas cenné — naznacuji,
ze dana cast ¢lanku neni dostatecné jasna a je potreba ji Iépe popsat
,Cover letter”
— podékovat za podnétné komentare
— vzdy byt zdvorily!
— We have changed the order of variables in our analysis to comply with
this recommendation. You are absolutely right.

— Thank you for these notes and suggestions. We rewrote discussion
completely, being more cautious when interpreting the findings. We
also included implications and suggestions for future research.

The relation with upset feelings seems to be less stronger (1.00)
than the relation with request for help (1.09). [recenzent]
— Actually it’s not. The numbers to compare are in the column with 8’s.

As you can see, standardized coefficient (8) for upset feelings equals
.33 while for request for help 8 =.17. (in step 3 and .32 x.17 in step 4).




V pripadé odmitnuti...

Klid!

| kdyz s komentari recenzentu (a rozhodnutim
editora) nesouhlasite, nehadat se

Upravit ¢lanek podle komentaru a zkusit jiny

casopis

— nezapomenout zmenit citacni styl podle nového
CasSopisu

Pokud jsou recenze obzvlast kritické a vyzaduiji

velké zmeény, zvazit, zda se dalsi prace na daném

clanku vyplati!



