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Completing the Reviewer Profile
Transcript
This document is a transcript of the module Completing the Reviewer Profile. If you have any questions or feedback, please email us at college@cihr-irsc.gc.ca. 
Title
Welcome to the learning module Completing the Reviewer Profile.
Navigation
Navigating this module.
Use the playbar below to resume playback, navigate between slides, mute and unmute audio, and toggle closed captions. You can also browse the full table of contents, and collapse or move the playbar. Most narrations in this module match the on-screen text, and closed captions are provided when they differ.
Objectives
In this module, you will learn about: 
· The importance of the Reviewer Profile as a tool for matching applications to reviewers’ expertise;
· How to complete your Reviewer Profile; and
· Examples of completed Reviewer Profiles.
What is the Reviewer Profile
The Reviewer Profile is meant to capture a reviewer's level of expertise and perspectives across multiple areas, including: 
· What is the reviewer’s background? 
· Are they a clinician, a biostatistician or a patient? 
· In what Areas of Science do they have expertise? 
· What Methods and Approaches do they use?
· And what Study Populations and Experimental Systems do they study?
The information collected through the Reviewer Profile supports CIHR staff in identifying peer review activities that best match a reviewer’s self-declared perspectives and expertise.
What is the Reviewer Profile 2
The Reviewer Profile is a tool accessible through ResearchNet which can be updated at any time. The Reviewer Profile consists of three parts: Step 1 Reviewer Overview, Step 2 Expertise Overview, and Step 3 Review my Profile.
Completing Step 1: Reviewer Overview
Step 1: Reviewer Overview, has two required sections: Reviewer Type and Peer Review Language Ability. Once you have completed all applicable sections, click “Next” to save and continue. If you don’t wish to proceed, click “Save” to save your progress and exit the page.
Completing Step 2: Expertise Overview 
Step 2: Expertise Overview is critical for assisting CIHR in capturing reviewers’ expertise using the information gathered from themes, institutes, areas of science, methods/approaches, study populations/experimental systems, and committee mandates.
Completing Step 2: Expertise Overview 2
When completing the Reviewer Profile, use the following 6 expertise sections to capture what you are comfortable reviewing:
· CIHR’s four themes of health research: biomedical, clinical, health services, and social, cultural, environmental, and population health research.
· CIHR’s 13 Institutes dedicated to a specific area of research. 
· Areas of Science: Descriptors of scientific disciplines.
· Methods/Approaches: Descriptors of procedures and techniques.
· Study Populations/Experimental Systems: Descriptors of the groups or model systems used to conduct research, or that the research applies to.
· Committee Mandates: Peer review committee mandates for the Project Grant Program.
We will begin by exploring Step 2: Expertise Overview in more detail.
Completing Step 2: Themes
To make selections for your Themes, please click on the “Click here to Select” box. Select one Primary theme that reflects your main area of research or expertise. You may select as many additional themes as are relevant, identifying each with your level of expertise: Advanced or Intermediate. Once you have made your selections, click “Next” to save and continue. If you don’t wish to proceed, click “Save” to save your progress and exit the page. Please note that this function is available at all steps of the process.
Completing Step 2: Suggested Institutes
To make selections for your suggested Institutes, please click on the “Click here to Select” box. Select the CIHR Institutes whose mandates are related to your areas of research or expertise. Once you have made your selections, click “Next” to save and continue.
Completing Step 2: Areas of Science
To make selections for your Areas of Science, please click on the “Click here to Select” box. 
The drop-down list presented to you contains all the Types and Sub-Types of Areas of Science. Clicking on an Area of Science Type will reveal its Sub-Types. Clicking on a Sub-Type will select it. You can select multiple Sub-Types. To help you identify relevant Areas of Science, a convenient search bar is located at the top of this box. Please type in the term that you are searching for to locate it within these lists.
To facilitate matching your expertise to appropriate applications, it is mandatory that you identify one Primary Area of Science. Your Primary Area of Science reflects your main area of research or expertise. The selection of additional advanced and/or intermediate areas of science is encouraged.
If you could not find all your Areas of Science, select one of the “Other” sub-types and describe it in the text box provided to you.
Once you have made your selections, click “Next” to save and continue.
Completing Step 2: Methods/Approaches
To make selections for your Methods and Approaches, please click on the “Click here to Select” box. To facilitate matching your expertise to appropriate applications, select at least one Advanced Method or Approach and select as many additional Methods or Approaches you are comfortable reviewing. Identify each with your level of expertise: Advanced or Intermediate.
If your Method or Approach is not listed, select “Other” from the drop-down list and describe it in the text box provided to you.
Once you have made your selections, click “Next” to save and continue.
Completing Step 2: Study Populations/Experimental Systems
To make selections for your Study Populations and Experimental Systems, please click on the “Click here to Select” box. To facilitate matching your expertise to appropriate applications, select at least one advanced Study Population or Experimental System and select as many additional Study Populations or Experimental Systems you are comfortable reviewing. Identify each with your level of expertise: Advanced or Intermediate.
If your Study Population or Experimental System is not listed, select “Other” from the drop-down list and describe it in the text box provided to you.
Once you have made your selections, click “Next” to save and continue.
Completing Step 2: Committee Mandates
To facilitate matching your expertise to appropriate peer review opportunities, please select up to three Project Grant Program Committee Mandates that reflect your main areas of research or expertise.
Please note that the selection of Project Grant Committee Mandate(s) does not necessarily mean that you will be invited to review in these committees or the Project Grant Program. This information will be used by CIHR to inform overall recruitment efforts for all its programs as the alignment to a committee(s) is useful across all open and strategic competitions.
Once you have made your selections, click “Next” to save and continue.
Step 3: Review My Profile
Step 3: Review my Profile is a verification step that ensures that minimum requirements are met to effectively capture your expertise.
You may see warnings which highlight an incomplete section or mandatory field, such as the ones listed on this image. Clicking on a warning will bring you to that section and allow you to update your information. Simply disregard warnings for any sections you intentionally skipped. Rest assured these warnings will not affect your saved information.
Once your requirements are met, a thank you message is displayed and your Reviewer Profile is complete.
Reviewer Profile Examples
Click on the example below that best matches your expertise. Once you are finished, click on the button below to continue to the survey and complete the module.
· Theme 1: Biomedical Research
· Theme 2: Clinical Research
· Theme 3: Health Services Research
· Theme 4: Social, Cultural, Environmental, and Population Health Research
· Knowledge Users
· Patient Reviewers
Theme 1: Biomedical Research Example
I am a Biomedical Researcher. My research focuses on better understanding the cellular and molecular mechanisms that underlie different neuromuscular disorders.  My laboratory employs transgenic mouse models to switch the expression of critical cell signaling molecules on and off.
Theme 1: Biomedical Research Example 2
In Step 2 of the Reviewer Profile, I started by selecting my primary theme as Biomedical Research.
My expertise aligns best with the institutes of Neurosciences, Mental Health and Addiction, Genetics, and Musculoskeletal Health and Arthritis.
I selected my Primary Area of Science as Neurogenesis, Neurodifferentiation, and Plasticity. Then for Advanced expertise, I selected Sensory and Motor Neurosciences, Skeletal Muscle Biology and Physiology, Molecular and Functional Genetics, and Cell Signaling. 
For Methods and Approaches, I selected CRISPR/Cas, Transgenics and Knockouts, and Gene Targeting at an Advanced level of expertise. For Intermediate expertise, I selected Immunocytochemistry, and Immunohistochemistry. 
For Study Populations and Experimental Systems, I selected Mouse, Primary cells, and Immortalized cells all at an Advanced level of expertise.
The committee mandates that reflected my main areas of research were Movement and Exercise, Molecular and Cellular Neurosciences, and Systems and Clinical Neurosciences.
Finally, I clicked Next to save and complete my Reviewer Profile. 
At any time, click the next button on the playbar to continue to the next example or you can click the button below to return to the Reviewer Profile Examples menu.
Theme 2: Clinical Research
I am a Clinical Researcher. My research uses next generation sequencing technologies to develop genetic profiles for different forms of childhood cancer.
Theme 2: Clinical Research 2
In Step 2 of the Reviewer Profile, I started by selecting Clinical Research as my Primary theme. 
My expertise aligns best with the Institutes of Cancer Research, Human Development, Child and Youth Health, and Genetics.
I selected my Primary Area of Science as Clinical Oncology. Then for Advanced expertise, I selected Cancer Progression and Metastasis, Cancer Drug Development and Therapeutics, and Molecular and Functional Genetics. I also selected Genomics, Transcriptomics and Proteomics at an Intermediate level of expertise.
For Methods and Approaches, I selected Predictive and Prognostic biomarkers, Clinical Research, and Genetic Testing at an Advanced level of expertise. For Intermediate expertise, I selected RNA and DNA Sequencing and Technologies. 
For Study Populations and Experimental Systems, I have Advanced expertise in Children and Youth and Intermediate expertise in Cancer.
The Committee Mandates that reflected my main areas of research were Cancer Biology and Therapeutics and Cancer Progression and Therapeutics. 
Finally, I clicked Next to save and complete my Reviewer Profile. 
At any time, click the next button on the playbar to continue to the next example or you can click the button below to return to the Reviewer Profile Examples menu.
Theme 3: Health Services Research
I am a Health Services Researcher. My research uses health services research methods to study access to care in vulnerable populations.
Theme 3: Health Services Research 2
In Step 2 of the Reviewer Profile, I started by selecting Health Services and Systems as my Primary theme. 
My expertise aligns best with the Institutes of Health Services and Policy Research, and Indigenous Peoples’ Health. 
My primary Area of Science is Access to Care. I also selected Patient and Citizen Engagement Research, and Indigenous Peoples’ Health at an Advanced level of expertise.
For Methods and Approaches, I have Advanced expertise in Case Studies, Focus Group, Grounded Theory, Interviews, Narrative Analysis, Questionnaires, and Survey Study. 
For Study Populations and Experimental Systems, I selected Canada/National, Vulnerable People, and First Nations at an Advanced level of expertise. I also selected International/Global Health at an Intermediate level of expertise. 
The Committee Mandates that reflected my main areas of research were Health Policy and Systems Management Research, and Health Services Evaluation and Interventions Research.  
Finally, I clicked Next to save and complete my Reviewer Profile. 
At any time, click the next button on the playbar to continue to the next example or you can click the button below to return to the Reviewer Profile Examples menu.
Theme 4: Social, Cultural, Environmental and Population Health Research
I am a social, cultural, environmental and population health researcher. My research focuses on the area of knowledge translation and is centered around whether and how evidence informs policy and whether and how policy influences what research gets done. I do this work in public health policies related to chronic disease prevention, health promotion and health equity.
Theme 4: Social, Cultural, Environmental and Population Health Research 2
In Step 2 of the Reviewer Profile, I started by selecting Social, Cultural, Environmental, and Population Health as my Primary theme. 
My expertise aligns best with the Institute of Population and Public Health. 
My Primary Area of Science is Health Promotion and Disease Prevention. For Advanced expertise, I selected Health Equity, Population Health Intervention Research, Legal, Social and Ethical Issues in Health, Health Systems and Health Research, and Knowledge Translation Research and Implementation Science.
For Methods and Approaches, I selected Case Studies, Focus Groups, Grounded Theory, Interviews, Logistic Regression Analysis, and Multivariate Analysis at an Advanced level of expertise. For Intermediate expertise, I selected Case Control Studies, Survey Studies, and Knowledge Synthesis.
For Study Populations and Experimental Systems, I selected Canada/National and Adolescents at an Advanced level of expertise.
The Committee Mandates that reflected my main areas of research were Public, Community and Population Health, and Knowledge Translation Research.
Finally, I clicked Next to save and complete my Reviewer Profile. 
At any time, click the next button on the playbar to continue to the next example or you can click the button below to return to the Reviewer Profile Examples menu.
Knowledge User
I am a Health Care Practitioner and Health Care Administrator working in a hospital. I participate in research projects and use knowledge generated through research to make informed decisions about my programs and practices.
Knowledge User 2
In Step 2 of the Reviewer Profile, I started by selecting my primary theme as Health Systems and Services. As I navigate through the Reviewer Profile steps, I understand that I should only select items that I am willing and comfortable to review. I am not required to select an item on each page, though it is encouraged.
As a practitioner and administrator, my expertise aligns best with the Institute of Aging and the Institute of Health Services and Policy Research.
I selected Geriatric Medicine and Health Sciences as my primary Area of Science because it aligns best with my experience as a practitioner. For Advanced expertise, I selected Healthcare Effectiveness and Outcomes, and Healthcare Safety and Quality Improvement.
For Methods and Approaches, I selected 2 areas where I possess an Advanced level of expertise, Health Services Research and Program Evaluation. I also selected Clinical Research at an intermediate level of expertise.
For Study Populations and Experimental Systems, I selected Older Adults, People with Disabilities and People with Diseases and Conditions, all at an Advanced level of expertise.
The committee mandates that reflected my main areas of research were Social Dimensions in Aging and Health Services Evaluation & Interventions Research.
Finally, I clicked Next to save and complete my Reviewer Profile. 
At any time, click the next button on the playbar to continue to the next example or you can click the button below to return to the Reviewer Profile Examples menu.
Patient Reviewers
I am a Patient and Patient Advocate, a cancer survivor with extensive experience navigating the healthcare system, committed to supporting cancer patients across Canada.
Patient Reviewers 2
In Step 1 of the Reviewer Profile, I start by selecting Patient and Patient Advocacy perspectives which prompt me to elaborate on my lived and living experience. As a person with lived and living experience, I described only the health conditions, illnesses, treatments, and aspects of the health system that I’m willing and comfortable to review such as cancer treatments, being a cancer survivor, and access to care in the Canadian health care system.
I then finish Step 1 by sharing that I’m willing and comfortable to review applications submitted in English or French by completing the Peer Review Language Ability section.
The other sections in Step 1 don’t apply to me, so I left them blank.
As a patient reviewer, the lived and living experience I shared in Step 1 was the most important part in helping match me with appropriate review opportunities. As I begin Step 2, I understand that I can stop at any time, but I choose to continue and select additional items that I’m willing and comfortable reviewing. If I have questions, I know I can reach out to CIHR for support in completing this section.
I begin by selecting my primary theme as Health Systems and Services.
My expertise and experiences align best with the Institute of Cancer Research and the Institute of Health Services and Policy Research.
I selected several Areas of Science that are closest to my lived and living experience, they are not perfect matches but are closest to what I am comfortable reviewing. I selected Clinical Oncology as my primary Area of Science because of my experience with cancer treatment. I then selected Access to Care and Patient and Citizen Engagement Research at the Advanced level, as these areas resonate strongly with my lived and living experience. Lastly, I selected Healthcare Effectiveness and Outcomes at the Intermediate level, recognizing that while I am comfortable reviewing applications about this, it is not my primary focus. 
After the Areas of Science, the next sections appeared less relevant to me. I skipped the Methods and Approaches, and skipped the Study Populations and Experimental Systems because they focused on research details already covered through my lived and living experience. 
Next, I searched the committee mandates and identified three that seem like they may be relevant to me, two on cancer research, Cancer Biology and Therapeutics, and Cancer Progression and Therapeutics. And one on health services, Health Services Evaluation and Interventions Research.
Finally, I click Next to save and complete my Reviewer Profile. I see reminders encouraging me to complete the sections I previously skipped, which are understandable and acceptable.
At any time, click the next button on the playbar to continue to the survey and complete the module, or you can click the button below to return to the Reviewer Profile Examples menu.
Survey
Before concluding this module, please complete the survey below to assist CIHR in tracking the uptake, and improving the quality of the learning. If you are unable to use the survey below, please visit the survey directly. Click the next button on the playbar once you have submitted the survey.
Additional Resources
Please visit the Reviewer Profile Webpage for more information and resources such as guidance on which sections to focus on when completing your Reviewer Profile. 
Click on the links below to see a full list of:
Areas of Science
Methods and Approaches
Study Populations and Experimental Systems
And Committee Mandates
Exit Module
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