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What is peer review? 
 
Peer review enhances the quality of articles published in academic journals. Experts in the field are 
invited by the journal to assess the validity and novelty of submitted papers and will ultimately 
inform an Editor’s decision to accept or reject an article. In addition, comments generated through 
peer review help authors improve their work. 
 
Although the process of peer review has undergone, and continues to undergo, debate, it remains 
the globally accepted model for scientific publishing. The three main types of peer review are: 
 

 Single blind: the identities of the reviewers are anonymized but author names are visible 

 Double blind: both the reviewer and author identities are anonymous 

 Open peer review: the author and reviewer identities are available to all participants 
 
All Future Medicine journals employ double-blind peer review.  
 
By taking part in peer review, reviewers contribute to the quality of the published literature and 
support their fellow researchers, while staying abreast of advances in their field. If you would like to 
be a reviewer, please contact the journal directly, including information on your areas of expertise. 
Alternatively, you may create an account on the relevant journal submission site here, including 
relevant keywords representing your areas of expertise. A full list of journals can be found on our 
website, with contact information available here. 

The peer review process 
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Performing a review 
 
There are several points to consider before accepting an invitation to review an article: 
 

 Does the review timeline suit your schedule?  
o If not, suggestions for alternative reviewers are highly appreciated 

 Is the topic within my expertise?  
o You should be comfortable assessing the article for novelty, scientific accuracy and 

importance 
 
Once you’ve accepted an invitation, you’ll have access to the ScholarOne Manuscripts Reviewer 
Center. To begin with, we recommend that you read the journal’s Aims and Scope and access our 
Author Guidelines for further information on article types and their criteria. 

Questionnaire 
Your Reviewer Center includes the following questionnaire with useful considerations for you to 
base your review around. Not all sections of the questionnaire will be applicable, depending on the 
type of article you are reviewing (i.e., Review articles vs Original Research) – in these circumstances 
you can select ‘Not applicable’: 
 

 

Detailed comments 
Beneath the questionnaire, there is also space for you to submit more detailed comments. For this 
section please bear the following in mind: 
 

 DO number your comments, to aid the authors when they return their responses 

 DO justify your responses to the earlier questionnaire, giving examples from the text and 
using line numbers where possible. Vague comments are more difficult for the Editor to 
interpret, and for authors to address appropriately. This applies whether you are 
recommending acceptance, rejection or revision of the article 

 DO provide suggestions for further references where appropriate 

http://www.futuremedicine.com/
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 DO raise any ethical concerns with the Editor (there is a section to return any confidential 
comments you would like to send for the attention of the Editor only) 

 DO consider the journal’s target audience 

 DON’T comment specifically or extensively on English language or grammar, unless it is 
detrimental to the understanding of the data 

 DON’T share the article with any colleagues; this is a breach of publication ethics 

Contacting the Editor 
If, during the course of your review, you find you’re unqualified to act as a reviewer, are unable to 
meet the deadline or simply have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact us. It is particularly 
important, if you have been invited to perform an expedited review, that you inform the editorial 
team immediately if you are unable to meet the specified deadline. If this is the case, please reply to 
the email address included in your invitation email, ensuring you include the manuscript ID number 
of the paper you have been invited to review. 

Further review 
 

If the revisions requested by reviewers after the first round of review are particularly extensive, the 
Editor may decide to send the revised manuscript for further review when it is re-submitted by the 
authors. If so, you will be given the opportunity to accept or decline this invitation. You may also 
indicate during your initial review whether you would be willing to review subsequent versions of 
the paper. 
 
When conducting further review, the comments do not need to be as detailed as the first time you 
reviewed the article; however, you will be asked to assess whether the author has addressed your 
previous critiques sufficiently. Of course, any additional comments at this stage are appreciated. 

Available tools & resources 
 

 Methods reporting standards 
o Future Medicine Methods Reporting Checklist for Authors: 

http://www.futuremedicine.com/page/authors.jsp 

 Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE): http://publicationethics.org/ 
o COPE Ethical Guidelines for Peer Reviewers: 

http://publicationethics.org/files/Peer%20review%20guidelines_0.pdf  

 Diagnostic accuracy studies 
o Standards for Reporting of Diagnostic Accuracy (STARD) checklist/flowchart: 

www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/stard/ 

 Observational research studies 
o Strengthening the reporting of observational studies (STROBE) checklist/flowchart: 

www.strobe-statement.org/index.php?id=available-checklists 

 Systematic reviews and meta-analyses  
o PRISMA checklist/flowchart: www.prisma-

statement.org/PRISMAStatement/Default.aspx 

 Randomized controlled trials 
o Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials (CONSORT) checklist/flowchart: 

www.consort-statement.org/ 
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