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Peer review is the gold standard that provides the guaran-
tee of scientific quality in scholarly journals. The advan-
tages and deficiencies of the peer review process have
discussed in the literature [1,2], but an alternative process
of better performance is not yet in sight.

Peer review is a required process for original articles and re-
views before they are published in Thermology interna-
tional, and this quality tool became necessary in 1993 when
the journal name was “ Thermologie Österreich” and se-
lected to become the official publication organ of the Eu-
ropean Association of Thermology [3]. The following
sentence “All manuscript (i.e. review and original article) will be
read by two independent reviewers” appeared in the “instruction
for authors” for the first time in number 4, Volume 4 (1994)
in Thermologie Österreich. As consequence of the review
process about 50% of the paper submissions in the last 5
years have been rejected because the did not met the mini-
mum quality standards required for publication. Some of
these papers have been published in other journals after
text revision based on the report of reviewers for Thermo-
logy international.

But not all articles, published in Thermology international
have passed a peer review. Announcements of conferences
and meetings, the section “News in Thermology”, and
Conference Abstracts do not enter the review process.
Consequently, this material is not listed in Embase. It is as-
sumed, that the members of the scientific conference
boards have already applied some quality check of their
conference presentations. Only changes of the English
were made occasionally in abstracts published in Thermo-
logy international.

This journal shows the abstracts of an upcoming meeting
in South Carolina, scheduled for April 30. This collection
of summaries of presentations includes an “Update of
Guidelines for Neuromuscular Thermography”, which failed
to pass sucessfully the review process of Thermology in-
ternational. One of the main points of criticism was dis-
cussed in an editorial published at the time of the manu-
script submission.[4] Unfortunately, the authors have not
responded to the arguments provided, and therefore it has
to be stated, that the Guideline on Neuromuscular Thermo-
graphy on page 62-to 65 of this issue is not a refereed ver-
sion. Different to the original version [5], the editor of this
journal does not agree with the contents and conclusion of
this updated guideline.

Nevertheless, this paper is published, as one of the func-
tions of the journal is to document the activities of all

thermology societies which use “Thermology international”
as official publication organ. In this conflict between service
for the member societies and the committment to publish
papers with agreed scientific back ground, disclosure of the
reasons for publication was the only solution.
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