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Request for peer review on toxicological pathology

KONG Qing-xi, YAO Quan-sheng, HUANG Yi-yi, LI Rong-rong, LI Man, LV Juan, YANG Ran
Tripod Preclinical Research Laboratories, Nanjing 211800, China

Abstract: The aim of peer review on toxicological pathology is to verify and improve the accuracy and quality of pathology diagnoses
and data interpretations. The peer review on toxicological pathology is commonly performed before a study report completed. The peer
review pathologist will review enough biopsys and pathological data to assist the study pathologist in refining pathology diagnoses and
data interpretations. Data supplied by the study pathologist are to be reviewed and selected by the peer review pathologist. The
consultations with the additional experts or a pathological panel may be used to resolve discrepancies if necessary. The study
pathologist is solely responsible for the content of the final pathological data and reports, modifies the results according to the peer
review discussions, and signs the final pathologist’s report. The peer review pathologist should give a signed peer review report with
describing the peer review process and confirming that the study pathologist’s report could accurately and appropriately reflect the
pathology data. The study pathologist also needs to check back and sign his or her name on the peer review report, which is proved to
agree with the peer review pathologist. The types and modes currently implemented by the peer review on toxicological pathology
should be recommended and may be modified to meet the demand of a specific study.
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