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A variety of more detailed constructs was assessed under each of these dimensions using a Likert-type (i.e. 1-5) rating scale (see Appendix I (3)). These are listed in Table 3.3. Both qualitative and quantitative information was collected for each dimension.

Reviewers commented on each article within a pair using this feedback tool i.e. per reviewer; four such assessments were conducted corresponding to each of the four articles.

In addition, reviewers completed a comparative questionnaire after reviewing each pair of articles, where they were asked to comment about the two articles in the pair in comparison to each other (see Appendix 1(4)).


	Dimension
	Construct
	Aspect Assessed

	Intrinsic attributes of quality and accuracy
	Accuracy/ Validity
	Presentation of correct information, factual inaccuracies, errors, misleading statements

	Breadth of references
	The extent to which the information is well researched and cited

	Quality of references
	The relevance and importance of the references

	Completeness
	All aspects of the topic addressed, omission of key facts

	Conciseness
	Length of the article compared to the information contained in the text, presence of repetition

	Coherence
	Coherence between different sections of the text

	Relevance
	Extent of relevance of the information to the topic, presence of digressions

	Neutrality
	Unbiased and objective nature of the information; acknowledgement of controversies and/ or gaps in knowledge

	Temporal attributes
	Currency
	Information is up to date based on the reviewer's knowledge

	Style
	Writing style
	Use of clear and appropriate language; spelling and grammatical accuracy, use of punctuation

	Clarity and organisation
	Structure of the article, order in which information is presented, readability

	Inclusion of photographs, charts and tables
	Inclusion of photographs, charts and tables and their contribution to an understanding of the text

	Subjective opinions
	Enjoyment
	The extent to which the reviewer enjoyed reading the article

	Citability
	The extent to which the reviewer would cite the article in (a) non-academic work (b) academic work

	Strengths
	Key strengths of the article

	Flaws
	Key limitations of the article




Table 3.3 Dimensions and constructs of article feedback questionnaire.







21









[image: ]

[image: ]

Retrieved from "https://en.wikisource.org/w/index.php?title=Page:EPIC_Oxford_report.pdf/21&oldid=7748127"


		Category: 	Validated




	





	Navigation menu

	
		

	
		Personal tools
	

	
		
			Not logged in
	Talk
	Contributions
	Create account
	Log in


		
	



		
			

	
		Namespaces
	

	
		
			Previous page
	Next page
	Page
	Discussion
	Image
	Index


		
	



			

	
	
		English
	
	
		
		

		
	



		

		
			

	
		Views
	

	
		
			Read
	Edit
	View history


		
	



			

	
	
		More
	
	
		
		

		
	



			

	Search

	
		
			
			
			
			
		

	




		

	

	

	
		
	

	

	
		Navigation
	

	
		
			Main Page
	Community portal
	Central discussion
	Recent changes
	Subject index
	Authors
	Random work
	Random author
	Random transcription
	Help
	Donate


		
	



	

	
		
	

	
		
		

		
	




	
		Tools
	

	
		
			What links here
	Related changes
	Special pages
	Permanent link
	Page information
	Cite this page
	Get shortened URL
	Download QR code


		
	




	
		Print/export
	

	
		
			Printable version
	Download EPUB
	Download MOBI
	Download PDF
	Other formats


		
	



	

	
		In other languages
	

	
		
		

		

	










		 This page was last edited on 1 August 2018, at 12:23.
	Text is available under the Creative Commons Attribution-ShareAlike License; additional terms may apply.  By using this site, you agree to the Terms of Use and Privacy Policy.




		Privacy policy
	About Wikisource
	Disclaimers
	Code of Conduct
	Developers
	Statistics
	Cookie statement
	Mobile view



		[image: Wikimedia Foundation]
	[image: Powered by MediaWiki]






