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Proper Citation

Publons (RRID:SCR_014020)

Resource Information

URL: https://publons.com

Proper Citation: Publons (RRID:SCR_014020)

Description: A service resource which allows peer reviewers to record and showcase the 
peer reviews they have completed, both those that led to publication and to rejection. Peer 
reviews can be recorded on Publons by forwarding review receipts from journals to the site. 
The merit of reviewers is accrued by pre- and post-publication peer review, discussion 
papers in Publons, and comments on or endorsment of the contributions of other reviewers. 
Reviewers may publish their own reviews so long as the reviewed manuscript is published 
and the review policies of the journal allow for it. Users can choose what personal 
information is displayed and easily export their profile in a format suitable for inclusion in 
promotion and funding applications.

Resource Type: document, data or information resource, service resource, narrative 
resource

Defining Citation: DOI:10.1038/nature.2014.16102

Keywords: peer review, review history, review record, service resource, catalog

Funding:

Availability: Free for academic users, The community can contribute to this resource

Resource Name: Publons

Resource ID: SCR_014020

https://neuinfo.org
https://neuinfo.org/data/record/nlx_144509-1/SCR_014020/resolver
https://publons.com
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature.2014.16102


License URLs: https://publons.com/about/terms/

Record Creation Time: 20220129T080318+0000

Record Last Update: 20250528T061140+0000

Ratings and Alerts

No rating or validation information has been found for Publons.

No alerts have been found for Publons.

Data and Source Information

Source:  SciCrunch Registry 

Usage and Citation Metrics

We found 42 mentions in open access literature.

Listed below are recent publications. The full list is available at NIF.
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