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Differences between Research 
and Reviews journals
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• Nature Reviews is a portfolio of 
24 journals, which are dedicated 
to publishing review and 
commentary articles in the 
clinical, life, physical, social and 
earth sciences.

• Each NR journal run by team of 
full-time professional editors

Nature Reviews

Art editors Copy editors

Manuscript editors

Production 
editors

Editorial 
administration
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Life SciencesClinical Sciences Physical Sciences

The Nature Reviews journals at a glance

2016 2017

2019

2015

2020

Primers

2021

There are 24 Nature Reviews journals with Nature Reviews Clean Technology and Nature Reviews Biodiversity in the pipeline for 2025

Social Sciences

2022

2023 2024
5
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64 Nature Journals (as of May 2024) with 2 in pre-launch 

Nature Biotechnology

Nature Cell Biology

Nature Chemical Biology

Nature Chemistry

Nature Climate Change

Nature Genetics

Nature Geoscience

Nature Immunology

Nature Materials

Nature Medicine

Nature Methods

Nature Nanotechnology

Nature Neuroscience

Nature Photonics

Nature Physics

Nature Structural & Mol Biology

Nature Aging

Nature Astronomy

Nature Bioengineering

Nature Cancer

Nature Cardiovascular Research

Nature Catalysis

Nature Computational Science

Nature Ecology & Evolution

Nature Electronics

Nature Energy

Nature Food

Nature Human Behaviour

Nature Machine Intelligence

Nature Metabolism

Nature Microbiology

Nature Plants

Nature Sustainability

Nature Synthesis

Nature Water (2023)

Nature Mental Health (2023)

Nature Cities (2024)

Nature Chemical Engineering (2024)

Nature Reviews Chemistry

Nature Reviews Disease Primers

Nature Reviews Earth & Environment

Nature Reviews Materials

Nature Reviews Methods Primers

Nature Reviews Physics

Nature Reviews Psychology

Nature Reviews Bioeng (2023)

Nature Reviews Elec Eng (2024)

Nature Reviews Clean Tech. (2025)

Nature Reviews Biodiversity (2025)

Nature Protocols

Nature Reviews Cancer

Nature Reviews Cardiology

Nature Reviews Clinical Onc.

Nature Reviews Drug Discovery

Nature Reviews Endocrinology

Nature Reviews Gastro & Hep

Nature Reviews Genetics

Nature Reviews Immunology

Nature Reviews Microbiology

Nature Reviews Mol.  Cell Bio

Nature Reviews Nephrology

Nature Reviews Neurology

Nature Reviews Neuroscience

Nature Reviews Rheumatology

Nature Reviews Urology

Nature

16 Established (pre 2015) 22 New Launch 16 Established (pre 2015) 9 New Launch + 2 in pre-launch

38 Research Journals 25 Reviews Journals + 2 in pre-launch
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Why are reviews important?

Sinatra, R., Deville, P., Szell, M. et al. A century of physics. Nature Phys 11, 791–796 (2015)

In 2023
• Heart failure: 21,990 articles published (60/day)
• Cancer therapy: 56,225 articles published (154/day)
(from Web of Science)
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• Review articles are a great way for researchers and students to stay up to 
date and navigate the constant flood of information from research papers, 
and useful for those who want to learn more about a new field.

• Our reviews are:

• Authoritative

• Balanced and reliable  

• Accessible 

• An excellent teaching tool 

The Nature Review journals
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Reviews as a teaching tool
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How are review articles used? 

Survey data show that researchers value review content

A survey in 2022 on Reviews, News and Opinion (‘RNO’) 
publications in our journals found that RNO content 
supports researchers by:

● Saving them time in understanding broad and 
related research.

● Acting as a gateway into areas outside of their 
expertise, and supporting their understanding of 
interdisciplinary fields.

● Enabling them to explain topics to non-specialists 
and students.

Respondents (84%) identified opinion and comment 
pieces as very or extremely useful, followed by Reviews 
(79%) 

Review articles are essential in the ever-expanding scientific literature landscape in which research papers 
are constantly published, making it challenging to stay up to date with new developments.
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High editorial and production values
Professional, in-house editorial teams provide guidance 

and support to authors
An in-house team of art editors create visual summaries 

to complement the reviews and help explain some 
of the complex details of the science

Professional copy and production editors apply the 
highest standards to composition and layout

Academic reach 
41% of Nature Reviews’ articles are in the top 1% cited 

category (2022 data)
All Nature Reviews journals are in the top 25% (Q1) of 

their impact factor categories

Author satisfaction

What makes the Nature Reviews journals unique?  

1
1

The Nature Reviews portfolio packs a punch

Societal reach and contribution to policy  
● 3,400 reviews from the Nature Reviews portfolio 

were cited by policy documents between 2019-
2023 (~10% of those to new launch Nature 
Reviews)

● The policy documents were mostly government 
level (50%) but also authored by NGOs and Think 
Tanks 

Author CSAT scores 
are consistently high, 
with 99% of authors 
rating their overall 
publishing experiences 
as “Excellent” or 
“Good” (2023 
summary)

https://www.springernature.com/gp/researchers/the-source/blog/blogposts-getting-published/record-breaking-author-satisfaction-at-nature-reviews-journals/17961898
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https://www.nature.
com/reviews/pdf/wri
ting-for-nature-
reviews.pdf

A team of 
approximately 110 staff 
work hard to create the 
high-quality, accessible 
review articles 
published in the Nature 
Review journals each 
month

There are several steps 
in our publishing 
workflows which are 
unique to the Nature 
Reviews journals – we 
believe these steps  are 
vital to allow a wide 
audience of readers to 
use and enjoy this 
content 
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Hot topic within the remit of the journal, best timing and best author panel
• What are the current hot topics?
• What are the current controversies?
• Are there areas or topics that require an update (literature, own publications)?
• Who would be the best author (writing good reviews starts with good research)?
• What would be the scope of the proposed article?
• Is now the right time to commission this article?
• Novelty/unique insight
• We will not knowingly overlap with ourselves or other published Reviews
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• Does the article match the agreed scope?
• Is the science covered and balanced?
• Does the title match the content?
• Is the text properly referenced?
• Does the author give a good introduction?
• Is the article understandable and is the meaning clear?
• Is the review too long or too short?
• Is there a clear narrative flow?
• Plagiarism
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• All review content is peer reviewed
• We use 3 (or more) referees
• We ask the referees to focus on the science, not language, but 

also to comment on accessibility, notable omissions, clarity of 
display items, reference list

• The peer-review process is intended to improve the article
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• Are the sections balanced? Not enough detail, too much detail?
• Is the abstract clear and engaging; does it reflect the article?
• Is introduction accessible? Does it provide the foundation for the 

reader to get into the details of the topic?
• Are the concepts presented in a logical order, or do sections need be 

moved around?
• Is it clear and enjoyable to read for specialists and non-specialists?
• Is the text properly referenced? 
• Do the display items complement the text?
• Is the multi-author ‘voice’ unified?
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• Clarity
• Flow
• Consistency
• Presentation
• Style
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@NatRevCardio

www.facebook.com/naturereviews
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Types of articles: long format 

Reviews: comprehensive, authoritative 
and accessible overview of a topic

Perspectives: on emerging topics, can 
be more opinionated
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Consensus Statement: comprehensive 
analyses and outcomes of a scientific or 
medical issue by a panel of experts 

Evidence-based Guidelines: systematically 
developed recommendations for achieving 
standardized research or clinical practice
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NRDP 
publishes 
introductory 
review articles, 
called Primers, 
that each cover 
one disease and 
describe all 
aspects from 
epidemiology to 
mechanisms, 
diagnosis and 
treatment
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NRMP publishes 
Primer articles 
covering analytical, 
applied, statistical, 
theoretical and 
computational 
methods used in 
the life and physical 
sciences.
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• This also means it is 
becoming more complex, 
involving many more 
disciplines 

• This is particularly true for 
research related to the UN’s 
sustainable development 
goals, which, in order to 
have the biggest impact, 
needs to pull together 
multiple disciplines to 
provide a holistic 
perspective and real-world 
impact in order to be useful 
for policy influencers

Research is evolving and becoming more collaborative
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Adapted from Sustainability 2011, 3(8), 1090-1113; https://doi.org/10.3390/su3081090

Collaborative approaches across scientific publishing

https://doi.org/10.3390/su3081090
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Nature Reviews Earth & Environment 

Nat Rev Earth Environ 1, 28–39 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1038/s43017-019-0002-9
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Nature Reviews Cardiology
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Our approaches to inclusive publishing

Overall: being diverse and inclusive is 
good for science, and even better for 
storytelling

a. Authorship
b. Topics we cover
c. The formats we use
d. Editorial training

Editorial thought process and strategy

2
8
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Our approaches to inclusive publishing

Overall: being diverse and inclusive is 
good for science, and even better for 
storytelling

a. Authorship
b. Topics we cover
c. The formats we use
d. Editorial training

Editorial thought process and strategy

2
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What we mean by inclusive publishing

Overall: being diverse and inclusive is 
good for science, and even better for 
storytelling

a. Authorship
b. Topics we cover
c. The formats we use
d. Editorial training

Editorial thought process and strategy

3
0
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What we mean by inclusive publishing

Overall: being diverse and inclusive is 
good for science, and even better for 
storytelling

a. Authorship
b. Topics we cover
c. The formats we use
d. Editorial training

Editorial thought process and strategy

3
1
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Inclusive publishing at Nature Reviews 
Raising awareness
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The story behind the image

Antarctica meltdown could 
double sea level rise

Researchers at Pennsylvania State University 
have been considering how quickly a glacial ice 
melt in Antarctica would raise sea levels. By 
updating models with new discoveries and 
comparing them with past sea-level rise events 
they predict that a melting Antarctica could raise 
oceans by more than 3 feet by the end of the 
century if greenhouse gas emissions continued 
unabated, roughly doubling previous total sea-
level rise estimates. Rising seas could put many 
of the world’s coastlines underwater or at risk of 
flooding and storm surges.

Thank you

Karina.huynh@nature.com


	Reviews journals: a vital library resource for students, faculty and researchers
	Agenda
	Differences between Research �and Reviews journals
	スライド番号 4
	Nature Reviews
	The Nature Reviews journals at a glance
	64 Nature Journals (as of May 2024) with 2 in pre-launch 
	Why are reviews important?
	スライド番号 9
	スライド番号 10
	How are review articles used? 
	スライド番号 12
	スライド番号 13
	スライド番号 14
	スライド番号 15
	スライド番号 16
	スライド番号 17
	スライド番号 18
	スライド番号 19
	スライド番号 20
	スライド番号 21
	スライド番号 22
	スライド番号 23
	スライド番号 24
	スライド番号 25
	Research is evolving and becoming more collaborative
	Nature Reviews Earth & Environment 
	Nature Reviews Cardiology
	Our approaches to inclusive publishing
	Our approaches to inclusive publishing
	What we mean by inclusive publishing
	What we mean by inclusive publishing
	Inclusive publishing at Nature Reviews 
	スライド番号 34
	スライド番号 35
	Thank you



