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Risk Analysis for Double - Blind Review of Doctoral Dissertation
WU Xiao - yue
( College of Information System & Management NUDT Changsha 410073 China)

Abstract: Under current peer review mechanism for doctoral dissertation two main risk types exist
. one is the risk that a qualified dissertation is judged as unqualified. Another is that an unqualified
dissertation is judged as qualified. In this paper based on the quality level of expert review and the
doctoral dissertation a model is built for analyzing the relationship between the double — blind review
risk and the number of reviewing experts rules for passing review. Finally by numerical computation
using the model the risk level change of the two types of risk are obtained under different hypothesis
conditions.
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