
 
 

Article classification 
 
 
 

 
1. Original research 
2. Book review 

 
Research category 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
JEL Codes: 
 
______________________ 

 
Research paper. Reports on any type of research undertaken by the author(s), including: 

- The construction or testing of a model or framework 
- Action research 
- Testing of data, market research or surveys 
- Empirical, scientific or clinical research 
- Papers with a practical focus 

 
Viewpoint. Covers any paper where content is dependent on the author's opinion and 
interpretation. This includes journalistic and magazine-style pieces. 
 
Technical paper. Describes and evaluates technical products, processes or services. 
 
Conceptual paper. Focuses on developing hypotheses and is usually discursive. Covers 
philosophical discussions and comparative studies of other authors’ work and thinking. 
 
Case study. Describes actual interventions or experiences within organizations. It can be 
subjective and doesn’t generally report on research. Also covers a description of a legal 
case or a hypothetical case study used as a teaching exercise. 
 
Literature review. This category should only be used if the main purpose of the paper is 
to annotate and/or critique the literature in a particular field. It could be a selective 
bibliography providing advice on information sources, or the paper may aim to cover the 
main contributors to the development of a topic and explore their different views. 
 
General review. Provides an overview or historical examination of some concept, 
technique or phenomenon. Papers are likely to be more descriptive or instructional (‘how 
to’ papers) than discursive. 
 
This information is taken from Emerald Publishing, 
https://www.emeraldgrouppublishing.com/journal/jepp 
 

Pedigree Background 
- Received instruction from expert in field 
- Self-taught 

Positioning 
- Outsider with fresh perspective 
- Exposed ideas to critical assessment from peers 

Leveraged authority to stay in “friendly” climate 
Contribution  
Tick all that apply 

o Source of primary data                    
o Innovative data set 
o Better technique                                    
o Theoretical insights                              

o Meta study                                        
o Survey article                                   

o Direct policy relevance 
o Hot topic   

 

Success criteria  
Research Output 
 
Target academic 
press: __________ 
 
Target journals:         
__________ 
 

Research Impact 
 
Will it get cited in 
other articles? 
 
Will it be added to 
reading lists? 

Practical Impact 
 
Policy? 
 
 
Trade journals? 

Public Impact 
 
Likely news outlets:            
__________ 
 
Is there an implied 
commercial 
implication? 

 
Can the author close the loop? 

 



 
 
  

Original research assessment 
 
Focus 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Is this merely an interesting topic, or a genuine research question? 

IT ------------------------------------------------------- RQ 
 

Charles Tilly suggests the following questions: 
Why, how, and to whom does it matter?      
What is the research question? 
What is your answer? 
What other answers do we have to reject? 
Why is your answer better? 
What general conclusions can we draw? 
 
If the question is an old one, are you… 

o Confirming an accepted answer 
o Modifying an accepted answer 
o Confirming a contested answer 
o Challenging an accepted answer 

 
Or, is the question a new one? 
 
Which are you trying to be? 
 
     Definitive                                                                        Speculative 
 

 
Scope 

 
What technical problems will you have to solve? 
What conceptual problems will you have to solve? 
What theoretical problems will you have to solve? 
 

 
Romer’s test 
Good papers in economics 
have three characteristics 

 
• A viewpoint           ___________ 
• A lever                   ___________ 
• A result                  ___________ 

 



 
Thesis assessment 

Purpose – are the aims and objectives clearly set and have 
they been met? 

 

Originality - is this new? Interesting?  

Focus - is the work precise?  

Literature review - is the thesis aware of and able to 
critically discuss existing literature? 

 

Methodology - are the methods chosen appropriate?  

Analysis - has the entire process been transparent and 
correctly interpreted? 

 

Implications for management - does it have relevance to 
the professional community? 

 

Quality of presentation (if appropriate) - is it clear and 
does it add value to the written work? 

 

Quality of written work - are there any errors?  

Quality of communication with supervisor - were the 
expectations of the supervisor managed effectively? Was 
help asked for when necessary? Was it an enjoyable 
experience for all? 

 

 



 

Use of data assessment 
PPDAC cycle 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
See Spiegelhalter (2019, p.14)  
Is it? Confirmatory                                                                                                         Exploratory                                                    

Pre-specified and public protocol                  Flexible investigations to establish hypotheses    
 

   • Is the sample representative (as opposed to convenient and inexpensive)? 
• Are the survey questions neutral (or do they use leading/misleading wording)? 
• Can we make a fair comparison (or are we relying on volunteers)? 
• Does the study have sufficient size and power (such that we can detect true alternative 

hypotheses)? 
• Has data on potential confounders been collected? 

Collecting data To what extent do the following undermine the results? 
o Missing responses 
o Drop outs 
o Slow recruitment 

Good practice Share raw data –  
State intended tests before conducting them 
Document all processes and choices made 
Use larger sample sizes or meta-analysis 

“John Ioannidis on Statistical Significance, Economics, and Replication”, EconTalk 
 
are you “intelligently transparent” or just dumping data? 
 
is the data 

• Accessible 
• Intelligible 
• Assessable 
• Usable 

See Spiegelhalter (2019, p.368) 
Good practice  
Tick all that apply 
 

o Adequate design 
o Unbiased data 
o Appropriate assumptions 
o Good scientific practice          

o  
o  
o  
o  

 



 

Sociology challenges 
(Internal) validity 
The correspondence between 
collected data and the real world 
Avoidance of measurement or 
descriptive error 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

External validity 
The generalizability of the findings 
Need for a representative sample (a 
random sample implies 
proportional representation) 
 
 

 

Reliability 
Whether results are replicable by 
different researchers 
Fired choice questionnaire are 
typically more “reliable” than 
participant-observation 
 
 

 

Ethics 
How access is obtained and how 
participation occurs 

 

 

See Sanders (1976, p.6-10) 


