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Abstract

Introduction:

Peer review is paramount to the scholarly article paradigm, helping to ensure the integrity and
credibility of research. The Lancet played a crucial role in disseminating key information on
the COVID-19 pandemic, publishing early clinical descriptions, risk factors for death, and
effectiveness of measures like physical distancing and masks. Notably, The Lancet was the
world's most cited journal for COVID-19 research, emphasising its significant impact on

disseminating critical findings during the pandemic.

Methods:

Geographic data for The Lancet's peer reviewers in 2019 (pre-pandemic) and 2020
(pandemic) were analysed at the country level, ranking reviewer countries. A test of

proportions compared reviewer numbers between the years.

Results:

In 2020, China emerged as one of the top ten reviewer countries for the first time, with a
significant increase from 1% (25 of 1843) in 2019 to 3% (54 of 1850), p=0.001. Italy also
entered the top five reviewer countries, rising from 4% (67) to 5% (90), p=0.065. Reviewers
from Africa 43 (2%) and South America 31 (2%) represented their continents in 2020. The
top ten reviewer nations for The Lancet in 2020 largely mirrored the top ten countriesin

global COVID-19 research output.

Conclusion:

During the COVID-19 pandemic's acute phase in 2020, The Lancet, the world's most cited
journal for COVID-19 research, featured peer reviewers who were largely representative of

global COVID-19 research output. Notably, reviewers from China, thefirst country affected
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by COVID-19, increased significantly. However, underrepresentation of some continents
persisted. To foster global idea exchange and enhance pandemic preparedness, research
capacity worldwide must expand, broadening the reviewer pool—a vital step given

uncertainties in future pandemic geographic origin.
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The Lancet played a crucial role in disseminating key information related to the COVID-19
pandemic which in turn informed global practice. For instance The Lancet published early on,
in January 2020, one of the first descriptions of the clinical features of this pandemic.
Similarly, The Lancet published an early paper, in March 2020, describing the risk factors for
death in hospitalised patients.” Indeed The Lancet was the world’s most cited journal for
COVID-19 research.® These research articles were widely shared and discussed in the news
and on social media. An example was a paper that analysed how physical distancing, face
masks, and eye protection reduced disease spread.* Another example is a paper that |ooked
into COVID-19 treatment with hydroxychloroquine or chloroquine that was subsequently

discovered to be based on false data and hence retracted.®

Peer review is critical to the scholarly article paradigm.® It is thus important to explore how
peer review changed at The Lancet during the acute pandemic phase, in 2020, since this
journal will likely play an equally central role in the publication of impactful findings during

future pandemics.

We analysed data for over 3600 of The Lancet’s peer reviewers for the years 2019° (pre-
pandemic) and 2020° (pandemic). Because the datawas publicly available ethics review was
not required. A two-sample test of proportionsin Stata version 17BE (StataCorp LP College
Station, TX) was used to compare the proportion of reviewers between the years. In 2020
Chinaentered the top ten reviewer countries for the first time in comparison to pre-pandemic
data (figure 1), while Italy entered the top five reviewer countries for the first time (figure
2).1° Chinaincreased its number of reviewers from 1% (25 of 1843) in 2019 to 3% (54 of
1850) in 2020, p=0.001. For Italy, the numbers were 4% (67) and 5% (90) respectively,
p=0.065. These findings were consistent with the global trgjectory of the severe acute
respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), with an early peak in COVID-19 papers

from China and a subsequent rise in papers from Italy as the virus spread.™
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The top two reviewer countries were the USA and the UK which accounted for 48% (884) of
reviewersin 2019 and 45% (841) in 2020, p=0.13. This was consistent with the earlier pre-
pandemic pattern.'® With the exception of China in 2020, the top ten nationsin terms of the
number of peer reviewers remained the same. These included France, Germany, and Canada,
al of which are members of the Group of Seven (G7), the largest advanced economies, along
with the aforementioned USA, UK, and Italy.
With two exceptions, the top ten nations by peer reviewer country of origin for The Lancet in
2020 were identical to the top ten countries by global COVID-19 research output in 2020."

These two nations were Spain and India.

Reviewers from Africain 2020 were 43 (2%), 19 of them from South Africa, and there were
31 (2%) from South America, 23 of them from Brazil. These data were in line with pre-

pandemic reviewer data.

In conclusion, with a notable increase from China, the first country to be affected by COVID-
19, The Lancet peer reviewers during the acute phase of the COVID-19 pandemic were
largely representative of the global COVID-19 research output. Reviewer numbers aso
reflected the current underrepresentation of some continentsin global research. Prior to the
next pandemic, it might be useful to recruit reviewers from underrepresented global regions
in order to foster global idea exchanges and potentially create a more effective response to
such crises but this may be hindered by smaller numbers — there may be fewer eligible
researchersin these regions so that the current underrepresentation simply reflects this,
posing a reviewer recruiting challengeto al journals. It is crucial to expand the capacity of
research worldwide and, consequently, the pool of reviewers. As the geographic origin of the

next pandemic remains uncertain, amore inclusive approach is essential.
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113 Figure1: Number and location of The Lancet peer reviewers, 2020
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116  Figure2: Number and location of The Lancet peer reviewers, 2019
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