Spring 2003


Marine Biology (ECOL 183): GUIDELINES FOR ARTICLE REVIEWS

Due Dates for Article Reviews: Oct 8, Nov 5, Dec 10 (Due at beginning of lecture).

We will return your article reviews in one week in lecture, along with comments and a grade. You will have one week from then to make revisions and return your review for a re-evaluation and re-grade on the first two.  No revisions are possible on the third article review, due the last day of class.
You will complete 3 article reviews throughout this semester.  For each review, you should locate research papers from the primary scientific literature.  This means, you should find papers in science journals and symposium volumes –not books, newspapers, or magazines.  The papers should be written by the researcher who conducted the research and present the results of  his/her research.  Some possible journals are: Marine Biology, Science, and Nature (plus many others).   For this course, you can choose any article as long as it relates broadly to the topic of “marine biology.” 

Ask your graduate or undergraduate teaching assistant for approval of your research article before writing the first article review. They can show you how to search for appropriate articles using the online library search system. Take advantage of their help!  Learning to use the library search system is a valuable skill.

You must work on your review individually and you should not share your article with another student.  These reviews will be graded based on conceptual understanding, critical thinking, and style/format.

FORMAT:  For each scientific paper that you review, you are to read the article and write a 1.5-2 page report (typed, 12 point font, double spaced, 2 pages maximum).  Be sure to include your name, assignment title, class name and due date at the top of your paper.  Your report should answer the following questions:

Question 1:  What is the hypothesis being tested?  What predictions did the author(s) make?  Why is this hypothesis interesting?

Question 2:  What species did the author(s) examine?  What methods did they use to test the hypothesis?

Question 3:  What results were obtained?  This must be in your own words.  Do not just quote the authors’ results section.  Tell me what their results mean in plain English.

Question 4:  What conclusions did the author(s) draw? 

Question 5:  What other questions could the author(s) have posed?  What are the long-term implications of this study, if any?  How could it be improved, if at all?  What implications do you think the study will have for the field of marine biology? What are the conservation implications of the study, if any?

Your review should be in the form of an essay that addresses the questions above.  That is, do not just answer questions 1 through 5 with a sentence.  These article reviews should not be merely summaries.  You should think about what you read and write a cohesive discussion of the research article that addresses the questions above. Do not directly copy sentences from texts, scientific papers, or other sources without proper citations.  Paraphrase when you want to report ideas in your own words.  Ask yourself what the author meant and then explain it in your own words.

Reference:  Be sure to attach the first page (only) of your chosen article and include the full reference for your article at the end of your report, using the format for citing references in Haefner, page A19-A20.

