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Instructions for Reviewers

“Enfermeria Nefrolégica” journal

Introduction

Welcome to the platform for the Enfermeria Nefrolégica journal. You can register as a
reviewer and log in to access the submissions assigned to you for review.

To register:
- Visit www.revistaseden.org

- Log in from the homepage.

Access

Reviewers register as ordinary users, and are assigned the corresponding role internally by the
secretary’s office.

Register as explained in the User Registration manual, remembering to mark the box that asks
if you would be willing to review submissions to this journal, in the event that this option is
available to you.

Enfermerta Nefrolégica  About « N°Actual N® Anteriores  pre-publication Indexation Suscriptions SEDEN Q searcH

( \YJ 1
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Access using the codes you have been sent, or the details you have registered with, by
clicking on the section “Log in”.

Enfermeria Nefrolégica About » N°Actual N°Anteriores pre-publication Indexation Suscriptions SEDEN
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Allocation of work

Once the journal has received an article and the editorial board has decided that it fulfils the
criteria to be reviewed, it is assigned to an editor. The editor, in turn, will contact the reviewers
they consider most suitable for reviewing the work, taking into consideration their qualifications
and the topic of the submission, and will email them to enquire as to their reviewing availability.

Antonio Ochando Garcia 2 través de seden.org 20:52 (hace 3minutos) Y 4
parami «

Dear Elvira Sanchez,

We sre contscting you becsuse we have received the ipt entitled, of ity factors of islysis patients and their relationship with ", ref htps:/iwww,
i comirevists/revier i i 1 i 5&key=fIbsTHYT for publication in is 5gi
If you hsve forgotten your username and psssword, you can dlick on the following link to change your password {it will be emailed to you slong with your https:/iwww, comrevists/login

lostPassword

Below you will find an extract of the submission, please let us know if you are sble to review it before 2021-09-15. If for any resson you are unsble to reply by this date, please let us know as soon ss possible, so that we
can send it to another expert.

To access the manuscript management system you must log in tohttps:/Avww: i i irevista with your access codes. Once logged in, you will be able to confirm or deny the review, access the
submission if you have accepted it and register your recommendstion

In order not to delay the article review process, we remind you that the review itself must be ready by 2021-09-29.

You can consult the publication guidelines and the guide for revi of the journal

This manuscript is the property of the authors. If you consult cther reviewers, please protect the privacy of the document. We thank you in advance for your contribution to the editorial process and your prompt evaluation,
and remain at your disposal.

Best Regard

Antonio Ochando Garcia
aochandoseden@gmail.com

Equipo Editorial revista "Enfermeria Nefrolégica™
Calle de la Povedilla n° 13, Bajo Izq.

28009 Madrid

TIf: 91 409 37 37 Fax: 91 504 09 77

Assessors must log in to the homepage to check the submission, decide whether they can
assess it, and notify the editor of their decision.

Log in

Once you have been assigned the job, you can log in.

Once you have logged in, you will find the following screen:

Submissions
My Queue | 3 Archives © Help
My Assigned Q | Search Y Filters  New Submission
4312 Review Assignment
Manuscript submission proof
View
Response Due: 2 022  Review Due: 03-08-2022
A Waiting for a response from the reviewer.

432 Review Assignment
v Review Submittzd | View

Manuscript submission proof

Under the ‘My Queue’ section is a list of the jobs you have been assigned as a reviewer. Some
may already have been reviewed, while others may be awaiting confirmation.
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To make it easier to see new reviewing proposals, the section under the ‘Tasks’ heading
shows you the various messages indicating
the different actions still pending.
Submissions

My Queue | 3 Archives

My Assigned

Here you can delete messages, mark them as read so that they no longer appear, or as
unread so that they remain.

Go to the list of assigned submissions that are pending review.

Submissions
My Queue | 3 Archives O Help
My Assigned Q | Search Y Filters | New Submission
4212 Review Assignment
Manuscript submission proof
b View

Response Due: 27-07-2022  Review Due: 03-08-2022

A Waiting for a response from the reviewer.

432 Review Assignment v Review Submittzd | View
neview et

Manuscript submission proof

Click on one waiting for a response from the reviewer and a box with various tabs will pop up.
Go to ‘Request’ where you can check the job assigned and decide whether you wish to accept
it.

It will also ask whether you have any competing interests to disclose as the reviewer of the
assigned work.

1.Request  2.Guidelines  3.Download & Review  4.Completion

Request for Review

You have been selected 35 2 potential reviewsr of the foliowing submission. Below is an overview of the suomission, as well 35 the timeline for this review. We hope that you are able to participate

Article Title
Assessment of personality factars of hasmodialysis patients and their relationship with trastment acherence

Abstract

2 2 good adherence
composed of gifferent

Review Type

Double-blind

Review Schedule

29-09-2021
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If you cannot review the article for whatever reason, then reject it. If you can review it, accept it
and move on to step 2.

Competing Interests

This publisher has a policy for disclosure of potential comgeting interests from its reviewers. Please take 3 moment to review this policy.

Competing Interests

® 1do not have any competing interests
O TImay have competing interests (Specify below)

) Yes, Iagree to nave my data collected and stored according to the privacy statement.

Accept Review, Continue to Step #2  Decline Review Request

Step 2 shows the reviewer guidelines.

Review:Manuscript submission proof

1. Request 2. Guidelines 3. Download & Revi 4. Completion

Reviewer Guidelines

All manuscripts will be reviewed anonymously by at least two independent expert professionals (double-blind peer-review). All members of
the Committee of Experts will follow an established protocol for the evaluation of each specific type of manuscript {original article, case
reports, and review). If the manuscript needs corrections, they should be submitted to ENFERMERIA NEFROLOGICA in less than 15 days
through the editorial platform. The author has the right to know at all times the state is the manuscript. To this end, throughout the review
process, the platform indicates the state.

Review by the authors

To facilitate the task to the Committee, when the manuscript previously assessed is submitted again, authors will present the modifications
(section, page, line) and in the case of not including one of them, the reasons. All modifications to the text, figures and graphics should be
identified with a different color or font. After the assessment, the Editorial Committee will inform the corresponding auther about the
acceptance or rejection of the article for publication in the journal. In case of acceptance, you should proceed to the verification of ethical
standards and conflicts of interest.

The Journal reserves the right to reject manuscripts considered not adequate for publication, as well as to introduce style changes and / or
shorten texts, respecting the original version.

Continue to Step #3  Go Back

Once you have reviewed the guidelines, download the article for review. Once you have
reviewed it, and have noted any aspects of importance, complete the article assessment form.

Original articles and clinical cases require different assessment forms.

Original submission form
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Original
Original and unpublished scientific papers. {Download the evaluation tempiate)

Aspects to take into account in the evaluation (develop in the form of free text)

Suitable title *

v

Introduccion (adecuada y objetivos claros) *

v

Metodologia (adecuada para alcanzar los objetivos propuestos) *

v

Resultados (son adecuados, se hace un buen uso de figuras/tablas)

[ v

Discusion/Conclusiones (adecuada y las conclusiones responden a los objetivos propuestos)

[ v

Bibliografia (adecuada, tanto en niimero como en antigliedad) *

v
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Please write the assessor's comments on each of the following aspects in the “"Comments”™
section below. {To make authors' lives easier, we would be grateful if the assessor’s comments
were inserted individually throughout the document sent with the research (by clicking on
“Insert//Comment” in the word document). Please attach once reviewed.

¢ Suitable title

¢  Proper summary (includes objectives, design, methods, variables, main results and
conclusion), all in max. 250 words.

¢ Suitable keywords

Appropriate discourse structure. Style is appropriate, clear and concise, and follows &

logical sequence. Acronyms/abbreviastions that appear are explained the first time.

The topic examined is well identified, defined and clearly structured.

Topic for development has been justified.

Objectives are clearly outlined.

Methodology used is suitable for achieving proposed objectives. Well-defined type of

design and study population.

Suitable study sample.

Variables to examine and instruments or tools to use are defined.

¢ An explanation is given regarding ethical aspects, whether approval has been
granted by the ethics and research committee and whether informed consent has
been requested from participants.

©  Statistical tests are appropriate for the variables analysed and in response to the
hypothesis.

¢ Results correspond to the data obtained in the study. Results are relevant to the
proposed objectives,

¢ Discussion section is appropriate.

¢ Conclusions relate to results and the study aims.

¢ Bibliographical references are referenced in the text, appear in order of citation and
are sufficient and up-to-date.

¢ Bibliographical references meet journal guidelines.

¢ Tables and figures are appropriate (not excessive, or to the contrary, more are
required). Tables and figures are cited in the text in their order or appearance and
have a title. Information that appears in tables and figures is not duplicated in the
written text.

¢ ¢ o ¢ <

¢ o

REMARKS: *
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Clinical case form

Clinical Cases
When assessing clinical cases, please take into consideration:

Originality. Although this is & subjective concept which can have different meanings depending on
the reviewer's individud knowledgé, Lhis criteria = delined a< a “new Lopic™ or “Title described” Lopic,
or & well-known wpic should be regarded from a different perspective, whidh has néver ar Ritle been
discussed previcusly.

Relevance. Interest in the topic handled shall be taken into consideration, and whether the results of
the study are applicable Lo daily chinical practice, regardiess of the sctivity performed in any of ity
fields.

Structure/ Scientific writing. Stientific accuracy will be assessed in the abstract.

Case study. This section will assess the presantation of the cass, positively rating the use of a nursing

medel and coherent, complete and organised presentation (by needs, patterns, elc.).

Definition of problem(s). The suitabdily and cohersnce betwean the assessinent presented and the
praoblem identifiad will be evaluated, with priority given Lo the use of nursing dasalications in its

presantation.

Intervention/Results. This criteria will assess the descriplion of the imervention{s] and its coberence
in andwering the described problem(s), and the resulls obtained alter implermentation of this{these

intervention(s). The wse of nursing outcome or intervention dasslicatons will be rated very positively,

Conclusions. Have they been lormulated lrom Lthe results? Are they relévant? Do they answer the

proposed problem in the case? Le. they are significant, imporant and refévant.

EVALUATION SHEET [Dawnload workshest)

Reviewers will have to give a reason for their assessment in the ‘Overall evaluation (Remarks)’
box.

Page 7



1.-Originality
*

© Not at all original (topic already well known and previously published)
O Not very original (topic well known with hardly any new information)
O Quite original {different nuance or novel perspective on a known topic)
O Very original (extremely novel. topic not well known, new approach)

2.-Relevance

*
O Not at all relevant (no relation to the area of interest)
O Slightly relevant

O Quiterelevant

O Very relevant (related to the area of interest)

3.-Structure/Scientific Writing

*
O No structuring, not very clear

O Not very structured, written in language that is not very scientific
©  Lacking in a structural element, scientific language

O Clear and well-structured, follows guidelines, self-explanatory

4.-Case Estudy

*
© Data that is not very well organised, coherent or comprehensive
O Data that is semi-organised, coherent and comprehensive

O Data that is well organised, coherent and comprehensive

5.-Definition of problem

*

O Not defined, not suitably presented

© Not particularly well presented. imprecise

O Quite suitable and coherent as it is presented

O Well descriped, uses NANDA taxonomy/collaborative problem, clearly identifies the problem

6.-Intervention/Results

*

© Not described, not representative of the problem defined
O Partially described. partially answers the problem defined
) Clear, accurate and answers the problem defined, uses NOC/NIC taxonomy

7.-Conclusions

*

© Not described, not representative of the problem defined
© Partially described. partially answers the problem defined
O Clear, accurate and answers the probiem defined, uses NOC/NIC taxonomy

8.-Overall Evaluation (Remarks) *
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Once you have assessed the corresponding form for the submission assigned to you and
explained the reasons for your responses, you must make a recommendation regarding
whether to:

-Accept the submission
-Publish it following a revision
-Resubmit it for review
-Submit it elsewhere

-Decline the submission

-See comments

Recommendation

Choose One v

Accept Submission
Revisions Required

Resubmit for Review m Save for Later Go Back

Resubmit Elsewhere

Decline Submission
See Comments

* Denotes required field

Once you have finished, click on the ‘Submit request’ button, and the submission review is
complete.

Review:Manuscript submission proof

1. R 2. Guideli 3.D load & Review 4, Completion

4

Review Submitted

Thank you for completing the review of this submission. Your review has been submitted successfully. We appreciate your

contribution to the quality of the work that we publish; the editor may contact you again for more information if needed.

Review Discussions Add discussion

\ame From LastRep Replies Cicsed

The editor will be notified automatically by the platform that you have completed your
review.

Reviewers can also send a message to the editor to inform them that they have finished,
together with any other comments or files.
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To send a message to the editor, add them in the ‘Discussions’ section.

Review Discussions Add discussion

Name From LastReply Repliss Clozzd

To upload any files, go to the “Review Discussions” “Add discussion” section = and click on
‘Upload File’. You can add text, pdf or image files.

Subject *

Upload a Discussion File x

Message *

1.UploadFile 2 ReviewDetails 3. Confirm
e B 7Y LPLPROHEE &

Article Component *
Select article component v

H

Attached Files Q Search  Upload File

* Denotes required field

OK Cancel

This document is published on the Attribution - NonCommercial 4.0 International (CC BY NC 4.0)
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