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	NAME OF ARTICLE BEING REVIEWED
	Meets Criteria
	Partially Meets Criteria
	Does Not Meet Criteria
	Not Applicable
	Comments

	1. The content of the manuscript is appropriate for the readership and PSW’s mission. The article’s objective is clinically relevant to every-day practice.
“The Mission of the Pharmacy Society of Wisconsin is to provide a unified voice, resources, and leadership to advance the pharmacy profession and improve the quality of medication use in Wisconsin”
	
	
	
	
	

	2. The manuscript offers advances to pharmacy practice. It is a new idea to our readers.
	
	
	
	
	

	3. The title states the subject of the paper.
	
	
	
	
	

	4. The selected 3-5 key words included with the manuscript submission are appropriate.
	
	
	
	
	

	5. The introduction/background section contains an appropriate breadth and depth of information and is organized in a logical order. It explains the clinical question the authors are trying to answer (i.e. states the hypothesis or objective). 
	
	
	
	
	

	6. The primary objective is appropriate considering the scope of the study.
	
	
	
	
	

	7. The methods are presented clearly. The population studied, and the primary and secondary endpoints are explained and appropriate. Inclusion and exclusion criteria are included (if applicable), and data analysis is adequately described. 
	
	
	
	
	

	8. If human or animal subjects are used, a statement regarding appropriate IRB approval is included (or a statement indicating the principles outlined the Declaration of Helsinki).
	
	
	
	
	

	9. The results section includes key findings related to the primary and secondary endpoints that are consistent with the study methodology. The data is presented clearly and is generalizable to JPSW readership.
	
	
	
	
	

	10. The clinical interpretation of the results is appropriate. The discussion section informs the reader on how the data compares to similar/relevant studies, clearly describes the implications of their findings, discusses flaws in the design of the trial, and is presented logically so is easy to follow.
	
	
	
	
	

	11. The author conclusions are consistent with the presented data.
	
	
	
	
	

	12. The tables and illustrations have appropriate titles and labels. They are easily able to read and interpret the data. For any previously published tools/tables/figures, the authors have obtained permission for use. 
	
	
	
	
	

	13. The figures add to the written results section, and do not repeat it. There are no discrepancies between the figures and the text.
	
	
	
	
	

	14. All author guidelines are followed. (word count and article format)
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	15. The information presented is appropriately referenced.
	
	
	
	
	

	16. Are there additional citations which should be considered by the writer?
	Yes
	No
	
	
	Additional References suggested:

	17. Are there additional statements within the article where the author should consider citing?
	Yes
	No
	
	
	

	18. The content is balanced, free of commercial bias and avoids promotion of any specific commercial product(s) or service(s).
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