authors. In my opinion the author,
not the reviewer, is responsible for
the presentation. In extreme cases,
repeated failure to correct faulty pres-
entation is a valid reason for rejec-
tion. I welcome correction of the Eng-
lish by the reviewer but consider it
an act of kindness, not an obligation.
The report should be written like a
short term paper. The first few sen-
tences should summarize the re-
viewer’s opinion of the manuscript
and the recommendation as to its dis-
position. The rest of the report
should give arguments in support
and, for manuscripts not rejected, sug-
gest improvements. The report
should be as brief as is consistent
with completeness. Cute style should
be avoided. Sometimes it is conven-
ient for the reviewer to mark correc-
tions on the manuscript; otherwise,
some days can be saved by sending
the report alone via fax or e-mail.
Next to quality, promptness is the
characteristic most desired; it is bet-
ter to send a manuscript back with-
out review by return mail than to
hold on to it for months.
STEVEN J. ROTHMAN
Journal of Applied Physics
Argonne, Illinois

Name that Reviewer

he system of having articles refe-

reed before publication by experts
in the field has served the sciences
and other scholarly fields well. How-
ever, it can be improved, and we
would like to make a proposal that
we trust will do so. We suggest that
the journals of the American Institute
of Physics adopt a policy of publish-
ing on the front page of each article
the names of the reviewers who rec-
ommended publication. If publication
has been denied, the name of the re-
viewers will remain unknown to all
but the editor.

If a manuscript has been recom-
mended for publication, one can
hardly fear hard feelings from the
authors. If a reviewer is not willing
to have his or her name associated
with an article; that is, is not proud
to have recommended its publication,
the paper does not have the neces-
sary support of that reviewer to war-
rant publication.

We believe such a simple change
will go a long way toward improving
the refereeing of journal articles. For
most individuals, having a colleague
point out obvious errors in papers
that he or she reviewed will be suffi-
ciently embarrassing for that person
to cause him or her to try hard not to
repeat the experience. We therefore

predict that the standards for publica-
tion will rise significantly. On occa-
sion, a reviewer will recommend publi-
cation of a flawed article, because, for
example, the experimental results are
unexpected and need to be considered
by the community, even if the re-
viewer has grave doubts about the ex-
planation offered by the authors. In
those cases the reviewer can write a
short comment giving his or her reser-
vations. If the editor and authors
want to go ahead with publication de-
spite these objections, then the re-
viewer’s signed comments should ap-
pear along with the published article.

This change will mean more work
for the editors of journals. More arti-
cles will be rejected, which certainly
will lead to more appeals and per-
haps rancor. Reviewers will more
often return manuscripts unreviewed,
either for lack of time to do a careful
job or because they do not have confi-
dence in their own expertise in the
field of the manuscript. It will be ob-
vious when editors overuse a handful
of reviewers or, worse, consistently
give special treatment to some indi-
viduals. But such changes will result
in an improvement in journals. Con-
sistent with our proposal for in-
creased accountability, in journals
with multiple editors, the accepting
editor should be acknowledged in the
publication as well.

We have heard from several senior
(and busy) colleagues that our pro-
posed change would be impractical be-
cause too many potential referees
would refuse to review the manu-
scripts sent to them. We have the fol-
lowing replies. First, journals are not
well served by hasty reviews that
their own authors are ashamed to be
publicly associated with. Second, if
the cost of increasing the quality of
published articles is that the volume
of published material is somewhat re-
duced, we believe that to be a price
well worth the cost. Lastly, individu-
als who consistently refuse to referee
submissions, even those clearly in
their fields, should simply be told by
editors that their own manuscripts
are no longer welcome.

KevVIN K. LEHMANN
GIACINTO SCOLES
Princeton University

Princeton, New Jersey

A Glass of Wine, a
Garden Walk—Virtually?

Long inured against media hype

and election campaign pledges, 1
did not feel overly worried when, in
the early 1990s, the first breathless
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FELIX USER FACILITY
CALL FOR PROPOSALS
DEADLINE: 1 October 1995

The international free-electron laser user-
facility FELIX provides intense (S20MWina
(sub) ps-pulse), continuously-tunable
radiation in the infrared spectral range (5-
110um). Those interested in the use of
FELIX in the period January—June 1996 are
invited to submit a research proposal before
1 October 1995. The proposals will be
reviewed by a Programme Advisory
Comnmittee, in order to establish a priority
rating. The use of FELIX is free of charge
for researchers from the academic
community.

An information package about FELIX and
ancillary equipment, including guidelines for
submitting a proposal, is available from Mrs.
Laura M.P. van Veenendaal, Secretary of
Laser Physics Department, FOM Institute for
Plasma Physics 'Rijnhuizen’, Nieuwegein,
The Netherlands.

Requests should preferably be made by fax:
+31-3402 31204 or by e-mail:
lauravV @rijnh.nl.
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