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Dear Editors,  

Lotoski et al.¹ analyzed the enablers and barriers of review 

acceptance. I have reviewed 2,630 manuscripts (Web of 

Science), but my recent activity has decreased. I share my 

reasons to complement their discussion. 

Reviewing gave me real-world merits: touching new data, 

learning sub-specialty-specific expressions, and a good 

review might favorably impress the journal and/or editor 

and help my next submission. While this may not apply to 

all journals, I personally felt that such impressions might 

have actually prompted me to review. Situations may have 

changed.  

Preprints provide new data. For time-effectiveness, a five-

hour PubMed and preprint search is more likely to give me 

“new” data than a five-hour review of a manuscript. 

Generative AI helps generate appropriate phrases; this is a 

gift for non-native authors: no need to rely on the review 

to become accustomed to area-specific expressions.  

Open access journals with APC also changed the situation. 

Ten journals used to be my targets: I accepted review 

invitations from them. Four recently became open access 

with APC;² I abandoned submission to these four and now 

rarely accept their review invitations. One might hesitate 

to spend several hours reviewing for journals that now 

charge authors, including former reviewers, substantial 

APCs. 

Humble solutions. First, reviewers who provide excellent 

reviews should be recognized as “Best Reviewer of the 

Year.” Such awards may even influence academic 

promotion. Second, open access journals might consider 

waiving APCs for frequent reviewers, or rethinking the 

balance between reviewer contribution and author cost. 

Third, review invitation letters should come from the 

handling editor, not the “editorial office.” Recognizing, 

“That esteemed editor invited me!” may motivate greater 

effort. 

Although I still believe reviewing is a researcher’s 

responsibility,³ real-world merits are now needed to 

uphold this educational cornerstone. 
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