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Research on Peer Review of Dual Channel Process Control

LI Lei, LIU Wen-jing
(School of Business, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract; In view of the problems existing in the current peer review system, a peer review system based
on dual channel process control is constructed. Peer review is an important measure for the quality control
of scientific research results. Based on analyzing the problems of fairness and transparency in review
process, literature on peer review was reviewed. Then summarize two more prominent problems in the
current peer review system. First, prior to the review, the evaluation organizers is entitled to assign the
materials to their closely-related evaluation experts, indirectly affecting the fairness of the review. Second,
during the review, the review options cannot get timely online evaluation, and not reach consensus in

&

group decision making. According to the above two problems, construct the “system of authors choosing
appraisal expert” and “system of review experts mutual adverse and judgment”. On this basis, a system of
dual channel process controlling is integrated. Finally, in order to improve the quality of peer review, the
corresponding countermeasures and suggestions are pointed out. Through the study of dual channel peer
review system, a new model is provided for fairness and efficiency of peer review, as for scientific research

projects, journal articles, degree papers, talent projects, etc.
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