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Abstract
This paper explores the critical importance 

of accepting reviewer duties in the scientific 
community. The primary aim of this paper is 
to underscore the essential role that peer re-
viewers play in maintaining the integrity and 
quality of scholarly publications. By accepting 
reviewer duties, scientists and researchers con-
tribute to the rigorous evaluation process that 
ensures the validity and impact of published 
research. The paper delves into the numerous 
benefits that reviewers gain from participating 
in the peer review process, such as staying up-
dated with the latest research, opportunities 
for professional development, and enhanced 
reputation within the scientific community. 
Reviewers who engage actively in the peer re-
view process can broaden their knowledge, re-
fine their critical thinking skills, and establish 
themselves as experts in their respective fields. 
Furthermore, this paper highlights the respon-
sibilities that come with being a reviewer, such 

as providing constructive feedback, maintain-
ing confidentiality, and avoiding conflicts of 
interest. By fulfilling these responsibilities, re-
viewers contribute significantly to the advance-
ment of their field, uphold the standards of 
scientific research, and foster an environment 
of intellectual rigor and integrity. The paper 
emphasizes the need for active participation in 
the peer review process to ensure the continu-
ous improvement and credibility of scientific 
research. It calls upon researchers to recognize 
the importance of their role as reviewers and 
to actively engage in the process to support 
the growth and development of their scientific 
community. Through diligent and ethical re-
viewing practices, reviewers play a pivotal role 
in shaping the future of scientific knowledge 
and innovation.
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Introduction
The peer review process is a cornerstone of 

scientific research and publication, serving as 
a quality control mechanism that ensures that 
the research published is of high quality, valid, 
and contributes meaningfully to the existing 
body of knowledge (Ashikuzzaman, 2025). 

Reviewers play a critical role in this process by 
providing expert evaluations of manuscripts 
submitted for publication (Mallinson et al., 
2024). Accepting reviewer duties is not only a 
professional obligation but also a significant 
contribution to the advancement of science. 
The integrity and credibility of scientific 
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literature heavily rely on the thoroughness 
and diligence of reviewers . Their role extends 
beyond merely identifying errors or flaws in 
a manuscript (Ashikuzzaman, 2025) but also 
providing a constructive feedback that helps 
authors improve their work, ensuring that the 
research is robust, transparent, and of high 
quality (Min, 2014). Their evaluations are 
crucial in validating scientific discoveries and 
preventing the dissemination of inaccurate or 
misleading information.

This paper aims to explore the importance 
of accepting reviewer duties, the benefits for 
reviewers, and the responsibilities that come 
with this role. By understanding these aspects, 
researchers can better appreciate the value of 
peer review and contribute more effectively to 
the scientific community.

The Role of Reviewers in the 
Scientific Community

Reviewers play a crucial role in the 
scientific community by providing unbiased, 
constructive feedback on manuscripts. Their 
evaluation helps authors to improve their 
work and ensure that only high-quality 
research is published (Min, 2014). This process 
also serves to prevent the dissemination of 
flawed or fraudulent research. Reviewers act 
as gatekeepers, maintaining the standards 
of scientific excellence and fostering trust 
in scientific literature (Nash, 2023). By 
scrutinizing the methodologies, data analyses, 
and conclusions presented in manuscripts, 
reviewers ensure that the research is robust 
and credible (Leite et al., 2019). Moreover, the 
peer review process promotes academic rigor 
and ethical standards. By critically assessing 
the validity, originality, and significance 
of research findings, reviewers uphold the 
scientific method and ensure that published 
research contributes meaningfully to the 
existing body of knowledge (Johnson et al., 
2020). Their role is indispensable in validating 
scientific discoveries and fostering an 

environment of intellectual rigor and integrity. 
Reviewers also help to identify potential 
ethical issues, such as conflicts of interest or 
research misconduct, further ensuring the 
integrity of scientific literature (Drolet et al., 
2022). In addition to their evaluative role, 
reviewers contribute to the advancement 
of science by encouraging authors to refine 
their hypotheses, improve their experimental 
designs, and clarify their interpretations. This 
iterative process of revision and improvement 
leads to higher-quality publications that 
advance knowledge within a scientific field 
(Drozdz and Ladomary, 2024). Reviewers’ 
insights and suggestions often inspire 
new research questions and directions, 
fostering innovation and progress within 
the scientific community (Kunisch et al., 
2022). Furthermore, the peer review process 
provides a platform for scientific dialogue 
and collaboration. By engaging with the 
work of their peers, reviewers stay updated 
with the latest developments and trends in 
their field, enhancing their own research and 
expertise (Drozdz and Ladomary, 2024). This 
interaction between authors and reviewers 
promotes a collaborative and constructive 
approach to scientific inquiry, strengthening 
the overall research ecosystem (Nova and 
González, 2023).

Overall, the role of reviewers in the 
scientific community is multifaceted and 
vital. Their dedication and expertise ensure 
the quality, integrity, and advancement of 
scientific research, making peer review an 
indispensable component of the academic 
publishing process.

Benefits of Being a Reviewer
There are several benefits for accepting 

reviewer duties (Table 1). Firstly, it allows 
reviewers to stay updated with the latest 
research in their field (Kelly et al., 2014). By 
reviewing manuscripts, they gain early access 
to cutting-edge research and can incorporate 
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new findings into their own work. This 
early exposure to emerging research trends 
helps reviewers stay at the forefront of their 
fields and integrate the latest advancements 
into their research and teaching (Kunisch et 
al., 2022). Additionally, reviewers have the 
opportunity to see innovative methodologies 
and experimental techniques that may 
inform their future research projects (Le 
and Schmid, 2022). Secondly, it provides an 
opportunity for professional development, 
as reviewers can improve their own writing 
and critical thinking skills. Engaging in the 
review process hones their ability to critically 
evaluate research, which is invaluable for their 
own scholarly activities (Chan and Lee, 2021). 
By assessing the strengths and weaknesses of 
submitted manuscripts, reviewers develop 
a more discerning eye for quality research, 
which enhances their ability to produce 
high-quality publications. Moreover, 
the experience of providing constructive 
feedback can improve a reviewer’s ability 
to articulate and defend their scientific 
arguments effectively (Shashok, 2008). Lastly, 
being a reviewer enhances one’s reputation 
and visibility in the scientific community. It 
demonstrates expertise and commitment to 
advancing the field, which can lead to further 
opportunities for collaboration and career 

advancement (Yu et al., 2024). Reviewers are 
often recognized by their peers, editors, and 
academic institutions for their contributions 
to the peer review process. This recognition 
can result in invitations to serve on editorial 
boards, participate in conference committees, 
and collaborate on research projects (Prager 
et al, 2019). Additionally, reviewers often 
find the process intellectually stimulating and 
rewarding. It offers a chance to contribute 
to the academic discourse, influence the 
direction of research, and mentor less 
experienced researchers. Reviewers can also 
develop a deeper understanding of the peer 
review process, which can be beneficial when 
they submit their own work for publication 
(Sovacool et al., 2022). Engaging with diverse 
research topics and perspectives broadens a 
reviewer’s knowledge base and fosters a more 
holistic understanding of their field (Lim and 
Bowman, 2024). Furthermore, the mentorship 
aspect of reviewing allows experienced 
researchers to guide and support early-
career scientists, contributing to the growth 
and development of the next generation of 
scholars (Martin et al., 2023). In summary, 
accepting reviewer duties offers a multitude 
of benefits, including staying updated with 
the latest research, professional development, 
enhanced reputation, intellectual stimulation, 

Table 1. Summarized reviewer benefits

Benefit Description

Professional Development Improving writing and critical thinking skills

Early Access to Research Allowing reviewers to stay updated with the latest research

Enhanced Reputation
Demonstrating expertise and commitment, leading to career 
advancement

Intellectual Stimulation
Offering an opportunity to engage with cutting-edge research 
and ideas

Networking Opportunities
Providing a chance to connect with other experts and 
researchers in the field

Contribution to Science Helping maintain the quality and integrity of scientific literature
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and opportunities for mentorship. By 
embracing these responsibilities, reviewers 
play a vital role in advancing scientific 
knowledge and maintaining the integrity of 
scholarly publications.

Responsibilities of a 
Reviewer	

While there are many benefits to being 
a reviewer, it also comes with significant 
responsibilities (Table 2). Reviewers must 
provide timely and constructive feedback, 
maintain confidentiality, and avoid conflicts 
of interest (Sovacool et al., 2022). Timeliness 
is crucial because delays in the review 
process can slow down the dissemination 
of new research findings, which can hinder 
scientific progress (Kunisch et al., 2022). 
Constructive feedback is essential for helping 
authors improve their work and advance 
their research. Reviewers should aim to 
provide specific, actionable suggestions that 
authors can use to enhance the quality of their 
manuscripts (Le and Schmid, 2022).

Reviewers should strive to be fair and 
objective in their evaluations, ensuring that 

their reviews are based solely on the quality 
of the research. This means assessing the 
manuscript’s methodology, data analysis, 
and conclusions without letting personal 
biases or preconceived notions influence their 
judgment (Johnson et al., 2020). Recognizing 
and mitigating potential biases is a critical 
part of maintaining the integrity of the review 
process. Reviewers should be self-aware and 
reflect on their own potential biases, such 
as those related to the author’s institution, 
nationality, or gender, and make a conscious 
effort to set them aside (Greenwald et al., 
2022). Upholding ethical standards is crucial 
for maintaining the integrity of the peer review 
process and ensuring that the best possible 
research is published (Johnson et al., 2020). 
Reviewers must maintain the confidentiality 
of the manuscripts they review, meaning 
they should not share the content or discuss 
it with others outside of the review process 
(Martin et al., 2023). This confidentiality helps 
protect the intellectual property of authors 
and ensures that their ideas are not disclosed 
prematurely. Furthermore, reviewers should 
be diligent in their assessment, thoroughly 
examining the methodology, data analysis, 

Table 2. The key responsibilities of reviewers

Constructive Feedback Provides helpful and constructive suggestions to improve the 
manuscript

Maintaining Confidentiality Ensures that the manuscript and its content remain confidential 
and are not shared with others

Avoiding Conflicts of Interest Discloses any potential conflicts of interest and refrains from 
reviewing if there is a conflict

Timeliness Completes the review within the agreed-upon timeframe to 
ensure a timely publication process

Objectivity Provides fair and unbiased evaluations based on the quality of 
the research

Thoroughness Conducts a detailed and comprehensive review of the 
manuscript, including methodology and analysis

Ethical Conduct Adheres to ethical guidelines and standards in the review 
process

762



The Importance of Accepting Reviewer Duties in the Scientific Community
Važnost prihvaćanja dužnosti recenzenta u znanstvenoj zajednici

VETERINARSKA STANICA 56 (6), 759-767, 2025.

and conclusions presented in the manuscripts. 
They should ensure that the research adheres 
to ethical guidelines (Table 3), such as 
obtaining appropriate ethical approvals for 
studies involving human or animal subjects 
(Shashok, 2008). Reviewers should also verify 
that the findings are reported accurately and 
transparently, with all relevant data and 
methods clearly described (Mallinson et al., 
2024).

By fulfilling these responsibilities, 
reviewers contribute to the credibility and 
reliability of the scientific literature. Their 
rigorous evaluations help ensure that 
published research is reproducible, and 
trustworthy, which is essential for advancing 
scientific knowledge and informing policy 
and practice (Prager et al., 2019). The role of 
the reviewer is not just to perform a critique 
but also to support authors in improving 
their work, thereby fostering a collaborative 
and constructive scientific community (Lim 
and Bowman, 2024). In conclusion, while 
being a reviewer offers many benefits, it also 
entails significant responsibilities. Reviewers 

must provide timely, constructive, and fair 
evaluations, maintain confidentiality, avoid 
conflicts of interest, and uphold ethical 
standards. By doing so, they play a vital 
role in ensuring the quality and integrity of 
scientific publications and contribute to the 
advancement of their field.

Discussion
The discussion chapter delves into the 

broader implications of accepting reviewer 
duties within the scientific community, 
addressing both the challenges and the 
evolving nature of peer review. One of 
the primary challenges faced by reviewers 
is the balancing act between their own 
research, teaching responsibilities, personal 
commitments, and the demanding nature of 
the review process. Despite these challenges, 
the role of the reviewer remains indispensable 
for maintaining the standards of scientific 
research. Reviewers are the gatekeepers who 
ensure the dissemination of high-quality, 
reliable research, thereby preserving the 

Table 3. The list of the ethical guidelines

Guideline Description

Confidentiality Ensures that the manuscript and its content remain confidential 
and are not shared with others

Unbiased Evaluations Provides fair and impartial assessments based solely on the 
quality of the research

Conflict of Interest Disclosure Discloses any potential conflicts of interest and refrains from 
reviewing if a conflict exists

Constructive Feedback Offers helpful and constructive suggestions to improve the 
manuscript

Timeliness Completes the review within the agreed-upon timeframe to 
ensure a timely publication process

Respect for Authors Treats authors with respect and professionalism, regardless of 
the review outcome

Ethical Standards Adheres to ethical guidelines and standards throughout the 
review process
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integrity of the scientific record (Mallinson et 
al., 2024).

The traditional peer review model is 
undergoing significant transformations 
with the rise of open access journals and the 
increasing availability of preprint servers 
(Figure 1). Open peer review, where reviewer 
comments and identities are made public, 
is gaining traction as a means to enhance 
transparency and accountability in the 
review process (Ross-Hellauer and Görögh, 
2019). This shift presents both opportunities 
and challenges for reviewers. On one hand, 
open peer review can enhance the quality of 
feedback and encourage more constructive 
criticism, as reviewers are aware that their 
comments are visible to the public. On the 
other hand, it may also lead to increased 
biases and conflicts of interest becoming 
more apparent. Open peer review fosters a 
more transparent and collaborative scientific 
environment. It encourages reviewers 
to provide thorough and well-reasoned 
feedback, knowing that their comments will 
be accessible to a broader audience. This 
transparency can enhance the credibility of the 

review process and promote a culture of 
openness and accountability. However, it 
also places additional pressure on reviewers 
to maintain a high standard of review quality 
and to navigate potential conflicts of interest 
with greater care. 

Another important aspect of the discussion 
is the need for adequate training and support 
for reviewers. Providing reviewers with 
training on how to conduct thorough and 
unbiased reviews can significantly enhance 
the overall quality of the peer review process. 
Institutions and journals can offer workshops, 
online courses, and mentoring programs to 
help reviewers develop the necessary skills 
and knowledge (Hesselber et al., 2023). 
Such training programs can cover various 
aspects of the review process, including 
how to evaluate methodology, data analysis, 
and ethical considerations. In addition to 
training, recognizing and rewarding the 
efforts of reviewers can motivate them to 
engage more actively in the review process. 
Formal acknowledgments, certificates, and 
incentives such as reduced publication fees or 
professional development opportunities can 

Figure 1. Graph of Peer Review Models: A graph comparing traditional peer review with open 
peer review, highlighting the pros and cons of each model.
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serve as valuable incentives. Recognizing the 
contributions of reviewers not only highlights 
their importance in the scientific community but 
also encourages a culture of appreciation and 
respect for their efforts. Ethical considerations 
are paramount in the peer review process. 
Reviewers must navigate potential conflicts 
of interest, ensure confidentiality, and provide 
honest and constructive feedback (Sovacool et 
al., 2022). Adhering to ethical guidelines and 
maintaining integrity in the review process 
is essential for preserving the trust and 
credibility of scientific literature. Institutions 
and journals should establish clear guidelines 
and policies to support ethical conduct in peer 
review. Confidentiality is a critical aspect of 
ethical peer review. Reviewers must respect 
the confidentiality of the manuscripts they 
review and avoid sharing or discussing the 
content with others. Additionally, reviewers 
should disclose any potential conflicts of 
interest that may affect their objectivity and 
refrain from reviewing manuscripts in such 
cases. Providing transparent and unbiased 
feedback helps maintain the integrity of the 
review process and ensures that the best 
possible research is published. The broader 
implications of accepting reviewer duties 
extend to the entire scientific community. 
Reviewers are essential in upholding the 
integrity of scientific research, ensuring that 
new findings are credible, accurate, and adhere 
to ethical guidelines. By participating in the 
peer review process, reviewers contribute 
to the collective advancement of knowledge 
and the betterment of society. Moreover, 
the evolving landscape of peer review 
presents opportunities for innovation and 
improvement. Embracing new models such 
as open peer review and investing in reviewer 
training and support can enhance the quality 
and transparency of the review process. As 
the scientific community continues to evolve, 
the role of reviewers will remain central to 
maintaining the credibility and reliability of 
scientific literature.

Conclusion
In conclusion, accepting reviewer duties 

is essential for the advancement of science. 
The peer review process ensures the quality 
and integrity of scientific publications and 
provides numerous benefits to reviewers 
themselves. By fulfilling their responsibilities, 
reviewers contribute to the overall progress 
of their field and uphold the standards of 
scientific research. The peer review process 
relies on the dedication and expertise of 
reviewers, making their role indispensable in 
the scientific community. Their contributions 
help maintain the trust and credibility of 
scientific literature, ultimately advancing 
knowledge and fostering innovation. 
Reviewers not only help maintain the integrity 
of the scientific record but also gain valuable 
insights and professional growth. Their role 
is fundamental in fostering a collaborative 
and rigorous scientific environment, ensuring 
that new research is thoroughly vetted and 
that only high-quality studies are published. 
The commitment of reviewers to their 
duties exemplifies their dedication to the 
advancement of science and the betterment of 
society as a whole.
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Ovaj rad istražuje ključnu važnost prihvaćanja 
dužnosti recenzenata u znanstvenoj zajednici. Pri-
marni je cilj ovog rada naglasiti esencijalnu ulogu 
koju recenzenti imaju u održavanju integriteta i 
kvalitete znanstvenih publikacija. Prihvaćanjem 
dužnosti recenzenata, znanstvenici i istraživači 
pridonose rigoroznom evaluacijskom procesu koji 
osigurava valjanost i utjecaj objavljenih istraživa-
nja. Rad se bavi brojnim pogodnostima koje recen-
zenti ostvaruju sudjelovanjem u procesu recenzije, 
poput ažuriranja s najnovijim istraživanjima, pri-
lika za profesionalni razvoj i poboljšanja ugleda 
unutar znanstvene zajednice. Recenzenti koji ak-
tivno sudjeluju u procesu recenzije mogu proši-
riti svoje znanje, poboljšati svoje kritičke vještine 
i etablirati se kao stručnjaci u svojim područjima. 
Nadalje, ovaj rad ističe odgovornosti koje dolaze 
s ulogom recenzenta, poput pružanja konstruktiv-

nih povratnih informacija, održavanja povjerljivo-
sti i izbjegavanja sukoba interesa. Ispunjavanjem 
ovih odgovornosti, recenzenti znatno pridonose 
napretku svojih područja, održavaju standarde 
znanstvenog istraživanja i potiču okruženje inte-
lektualne rigoroznosti i integriteta. Rad naglaša-
va potrebu za aktivnim sudjelovanjem u procesu 
recenzije da bi se osigurao kontinuirani napredak 
i vjerodostojnost znanstvenih istraživanja. Poziva 
istraživače da prepoznaju važnost svoje uloge kao 
recenzenata i da se aktivno uključe u proces kako 
bi podržali rast i razvoj svoje znanstvene zajednice. 
Kroz marljive i etične prakse recenziranja, recen-
zenti imaju ključnu ulogu u oblikovanju budućno-
sti znanstvenog znanja i inovacija.

Ključne riječi: recenzija, znanstveni integritet, 
odgovornosti recenzenta, akademska zajednica, profesio-
nalni razvoj

Važnost prihvaćanja dužnosti recenzenta u znanstvenoj zajednici
Jelena PRPIĆ, dipl. ing. mol. biol., znanstvena suradnica, Margarita BOŽIKOVIĆ, dr. med. vet., stručna 

suradnica, Magda KAMBER, dr. med. vet., stručna suradnica, Darko ŽELJEŽIĆ, dr. med. vet., stručni 
savjetnik, Lorena JEMERŠIĆ, dr. med. vet., redovita profesorica, Hrvatski veterinarski institut, Zagreb, 
Hrvatska

767


