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Traditionally, Immunologic Research focused on various 
aspects of basic and clinical immunology, including adaptive 
and innate immunity, molecular immunology and signaling, 
organ-specific immunity, and immunotherapies and diseases 
such as allergy and inflammation, immunodeficiencies and 
autoimmunity, transplantation and tolerance, and tumor 
immunology.

When taking on the role of Editors-in-Chief of Immu-
nologic Research, we decided to still consider articles from 
the abovementioned immunologic topics. However, we will 
shift the focus more to studies that address molecular and 
mechanistic aspects and include new topics that focus on 
systems immunology, new technologies, and immunity to 
emerging infections. We will also invite studies that describe 
the effect of genetic alterations (i.e., in genetically altered 
animals, cell lines, or patients) on the immune system with 
only a minimal set of experiments that address the under-
lying mechanism. Moreover, to protect findings that were 
produced independently by an individual laboratory, we 
will fast-track submissions on a topic that another group 
has recently published.

However, it is also necessary to reflect on how the editorial 
activity of medical journals, particularly those in the field 
of immunology, is evolving and has changed over the years.

The need to bring the evidence quickly to the scientific 
community’s attention has long since changed the tradi-
tional process in the publication of research results in sev-
eral respects, also thanks to the technological support of the 

Internet. The first aspect is the recent multiplication of open 
access publications (some of them free of most copyright 
and licensing restrictions) that have reached over 12,500 
journals publishing 60% of biomedically related articles 
[1]. A second element regards the connected phenomenon 
of predatory journals, of which some blacklists are available 
[2, 3]. Predatory publishing is defined as a publishing model 
that mainly provides open access and asks for a publica-
tion fee. However, in contrast to a legitimate scientific pub-
lisher, the predatory journals are not listed in PUBMED and 
most ashamedly do not provide a controlled peer review [4].

Another recently surfaced aspect is the accelerated 
peer-review process. Following the COVID-19 pandemic, 
research times have radically shortened and the traditional 
way for acquiring evidence and publishing results has pro-
foundly changed. Starting from March of last year, under the 
pressure of the pandemic, the traditional times and meth-
ods have jumped: some important journals have adopted 
the mechanism of an internal review, i.e., the evaluation of 
articles only by the editors, for the rapid publication of let-
ters or short communications; Nature requested the coopera-
tion of researchers outside its Editorial Board for acceler-
ated reviews; eLife asked young researchers to take part in 
the review processes; the Royal Society Open Science has 
revised its Registered Report procedure intending to reduce 
the entire acceptance process to one week [5].

Although authors positively judge the acceleration of the 
publication process because it entails several advantages, 
especially for young researchers, such as rapid sharing of 
data and results and a proven primacy of discoveries, pub-
lishing non-peer-reviewed studies on pre-print servers has 
led to a stratospheric increase in data rather than knowledge, 
and increased caution in evaluating and diffusing informa-
tion is therefore necessary.

Peer review in assessing the quality and originality of 
an article and propose or refuse its publication has several 
critical points, which can be summarized in: the appropriate 
choice of reviewers (real experience; subjectivity; sometimes 
incorrect conduct); some characteristics of the procedure 
(secrecy; ineffectiveness in detecting errors and plagiarism); 
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and the slowness of the process (at least 3–4 months for 
publication; less than 7% of works accepted without major 
or minor revisions) [6].

In theory, speed and quality are not necessarily antitheti-
cal. However, in the practice of peer-review, the experience 
of the reviewers and the iterative process between reviewers, 
editors, and authors together guarantee an adequate filter to 
incorrect results and invalid interpretations. Nevertheless, 
it takes time. The simplification of the process, or a “leap” 
through submission of the manuscript to a pre-print server, 
which is required by some journals (e.g., Nature Communi-
cation), can help in terms of transparency and access to data 
in a rapid way, however the need for formal and thorough 
peer review remains vital [7]. As the not yet peer-reviewed 
pre-prints are also immediately accessible to the non-sci-
entist community and the press, preliminary studies could 
lead to misleading information in broadcast, TV discussion 
panels, and newspapers. This is particularly serious in times 
of pandemics, when medical knowledge is instantly trans-
ferred to the clinical context and its therapeutic protocols, 
to the political context and subsequent health and economic 
measures, and even to the social context causing debates in 
newspapers, television, and social media [4].

Another issue closely related to the previous one is 
finding scientists willing to act as reviewers. Due to the 
enormous increase in medical journals, it is common to 
receive requests for reviewing papers almost daily. There-
fore, most of these requests are necessarily declined, not 
only when specific expertise is lacking but also and above 
all, for lack of time. The pandemic has stolen energy and 
time from everyone, making it even more difficult to make 
oneself available for peer review. Notwithstanding these 
challenges, the editors of Immunologic Research intend to 
maintain a firm line on the principles and cornerstones that 
regulate publication and at the same time try to acceler-
ate the process of peer-review and dissemination of the 
information produced by the research, without failing in 
their role as guarantors of robustness and sincerity of pub-
lished data.

The entire newly formed Editorial Board and we are com-
mitted to bring our Journal to the next level by providing a 

platform for discussion and presenting controversial sights 
and establish it as a respected member in the family of all 
immunology journals. We hope that our rigorous editorial 
pre-screen and a thorough peer-review system and good bi-
lateral communication with our authors will help us reach 
our goals.
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