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Tempus fugit — evolution and current impact of the British Journal of

Nutrition

The British Journal of Nutrition marked the occasion of the last
International Union of Nutritional Sciences (IUNS) meeting,
held in Vienna in August 2001, with a special issue (vol. 86,
no. 2) containing a range of articles across the spectrum of
modern nutritional science. In an accompanying Editorial, I high-
lighted the many developments that had occurred in the Journal in
the 4 years between Vienna and the preceding IUNS meeting in
Montreal in 1997. These developments included the move to
online publication alongside the paper version (now the norm
for scientific journals), the provision to authors of a PDF file of
their article (PDFs are now the main currency for reprints), the
retention by authors of the copyright of their material — and of
particular significance, the provision of free online access world-
wide to our complete content 2 years after initial publication.

The BJN has been a leading international journal of nutritional
science throughout the nearly 60 years of its existence, and
I would like to take the opportunity of the Durban IUNS meeting
to highlight the further developments in the Journal since Vienna.
The most obvious change is undoubtedly the transition to an
online manuscript submission and handling system — eJournal-
Press (at http://bjn.msubmit.net/). This went live in May 2003
and as with other journals that have made a similar move it has
proved highly successful, not least in our ability to provide
authors with a more rapid decision on their manuscript. All
reviewing, together with manuscript tracking by the Publications
Office, is now done exclusively through the eJournalPress system.

Other visible changes include a more appealing cover design.
A new section within the journal, Horizons in Nutritional Science,
was introduced in January 2003 with the aim of providing short
overviews of newly emerging areas, or areas of nutritional science
where there have been major developments over the previous 2—3
years. This year the Horizons section has included articles on the
link between vascular disease and postprandial changes in plasma
cytokines following fatty meals (Burdge & Calder, 2005), on
defining best practice for microarray analyses in nutrigenomic
studies (Garosi et al. 2005), and on the biology of ghrelin, the
stomach-derived hormone which stimulates food intake (Otto
et al. 2005). In the present issue a Horizons article which con-
siders the principles and application of proteomics in nutrition
research is featured (Fuchs et al. 2005).

A development that has been very obvious to both the
Publications Office and the Board over the past 3 years is the
surge in the number of articles submitted to the BJN. After
many years of receiving some 250-300 articles annually, sub-
missions rose sharply in 2003 to 402 papers, and then to 539 in
2004, and at the time of writing we are on course for >600
articles in 2005 — a doubling since Vienna. No doubt there are
a number of factors behind this remarkable growth, but it surely

indicates that we are doing the important things right. These
include the more rapid response to authors and quicker publi-
cation of papers once accepted. With regard to the latter, pre-pub-
lication of accepted papers is soon to be introduced and initially
this will be a printer’s proof, but we will move as soon as possible
to posting the PDF of manuscripts within days of their accep-
tance. One of the consequences of the increased number of sub-
missions is that our page budget, although increasing, is under
considerable pressure and unfortunately we are not able to
accept all the papers that we might wish.

The accessibility of the Journal, already high, has risen further
through a change in our access policy such that the BJN is now
freely available online 1 year after publication (instead of the
2-year period initially). Visibility and accessibility of the material
published is central to the mission of scientific journals and a key
further development is that the whole of the archive of the BJN,
going back to vol. 1 in 1948, has been digitised. This will be
freely available on the web (http://www.ingentaconnect.com)
and will provide a major resource for researchers, teachers and
students of nutrition, as well as historians of science. Provision
of the archive represents a considerable financial commitment
on the part of the UK Nutrition Society and I am delighted that
the Publications Committee, especially the former Treasurer,
Professor Sean Strain, and the Publications Officer, Dr Kate
Younger, have been so supportive of this venture. The digitisation
project has also encompassed the archive of the other Nutrition
Society journals, including the long-established Proceedings of
the Nutrition Society.

There is a growing emphasis on the part of authors, as well as
by journals themselves, on the issue of citations and impact fac-
tors, as I have noted in previous Editorials (Trayhurn, 2002,
2003). Impact factors are increasingly central to the reputation
of journals and are widely used by authors in making decisions
on where to submit their best work. However, the current focus
on impact factors has been widely criticised since such indices
are in practise inappropriate for the evaluation either of research
or of researchers (Seglen, 1997). One of several problems is that
the definition of the impact factor means that it is biased towards
those fields where studies can be conducted within a short period
— which is generally not the case in nutrition where long-term
studies are frequently required. Nevertheless, the impact factor
of the BJN has been rising in recent years and the Institute for
Scientific Information (ISI) data for 2004 indicates that it now
stands at 2-71. In addition, there has been a continuing rise in
the total number of citations to BJN articles each year, and for
2004 this stood at 7204 cites.

In many ways, the most important indicator of ‘impact’ is the
extent to which particular articles, and the work of individual
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scientists, are cited over the mid to long term. The most highly
cited article in the BJN was published in 1967, and it describes
the use of skinfold thickness to assess the amount of body fat
in humans (Durnin & Rahaman, 1967). This paper has now
received a remarkable 1085 citations, as of June 2005; it was
reproduced in our occasional series of Citation Classics in Janu-
ary 2003, at which time it had received 720 citations (the large
increase over the past 3 years is likely to be due primarily to
changes in the reach of the ISI database, although the paper con-
tinues to receive a number of citations each year).

I have written previously on the extent to which the BJN
currently publishes papers that quickly become highly cited
(Trayhurn, 2003, 2004), and I would like to illustrate this with
an update of the picture for the period since the beginning of
this decade. Table 1 shows that a number of papers in
2000-2002 have each been cited more than thirty times, with
two in 2000 being cited more than fifty times (for context, the
average scientific paper is cited no more than once). Two articles
published just over 2 years ago, in 2003, have also each received
more than thirty citations, while two articles last year have
already been cited over twenty times (Trayhurn & Wood, 2004;
Whanger, 2004). Table 1 also shows the high citation of articles
in our supplements, with six papers since 2000 each receiving in
excess of forty citations. BJN supplements contain papers pre-
sented at specific symposia run and funded by an organisation
outwith the Nutrition Society, and the high number of citations
illustrates the value of this type of publication.

Finally, on a personal note, this is the last Editorial that I write
as Editor-in-Chief of the BJN, my tenure ending this year. It has
been a privilege to serve the international nutritional sciences
community as Editor-in-Chief of such an important journal, and

Table 1. Most highly cited articles published in the British
Journal of Nutrition since 2000*

Authors No. of citations
2000
Gill et al. (2000) 59
Kritchevsky (2000) 59
Jebb et al. (2000) 44
Liggins et al. (2000) 40
Chango et al. (2000) 35
2001
Combs (2001) 50
Hill & Davies (2001) 48
Dulloo & Samec (2001) 46
Scollan et al. (2001) 47
Dudeja et al. (2001) 39
2002
Burdge & Wootton (2002) 41
Noone et al. (2002) 40
Burdge et al. (2002) 38
Young et al. (2002) 29
2003
Zittermann (2003) 47
Wood & Trayhurn (2003) 34
Supplements
Frayn (2000) 68
Seidell (2000) 64
Astrup et al. (2000) 62
Vessby (2000) 51
Calder et al. (2002) 50

*The five most highly cited papers published each year since 2000, or
published in supplements, are shown for those articles which have
received more than twenty-five citations (as of 30 July 2005).

I would like to take the opportunity to thank in particular the
Deputy Editors, the members of the Editorial Board, and the
staff of the Publications Office in London for their considerable
help and support. I am delighted to welcome my successor,
Professor Philip Calder of the University of Southampton (UK),
and to wish him well; Philip Calder will take over from me in
December of this year.
Tempus fugit!

Paul Trayhurn

Editor-in-Chief

School of Clinical Sciences
University of Liverpool
Liverpool

UK

(p-trayhurn @liverpool.ac.uk)

References

Astrup A, Ryan L, Grunwald GK, Storgaard M, Saris W, Melanson E &
Hill JO (2000) The role of dietary fat in body fatness: evidence from a
preliminary meta-analysis of ad libitum low-fat dietary intervention
studies. Br J Nutr 83, Suppl. 1, S25-S32.

Burdge GC & Calder PC (2005) Plasma cytokine response during the
postprandial period: a potential causal process in vascular disease?
Br J Nutr 93, 3-9.

Burdge GC, Jones AE & Wootton SA (2002) Eicosapentaenoic and doc-
osapentaenoic acids are the principal products of a-linolenic acid
metabolism in young men. Br J Nutr 88, 355-363.

Burdge GC & Wootton SA (2002) Conversion of a-linolenic acid to eico-
sapentaenoic, docosapentaenoic and docosahexaenoic acids in young
women. Br J Nutr 88, 411-420.

Calder PC, Yaqoob P, Thies F, Wallace FA & Miles EA (2002) Fatty
acids and lymphocyte functions. Br J Nutr 87, Suppl. 1, S31-S48.
Chango A, Boisson F, Barbe F, Quilliot D, Droesch S, Pfister M, Fillon-
Emery N, Lambert D, Fremont S, Rosenblatt DS & Nicolas JP (2000)
The effect of 677C— >T and 1298A— > C mutations on plasma
homocysteine and 5,10-methylenetetrahydrofolate reductase activity

in healthy subjects. Br J Nutr 83, 593-596.

Combs GF Jr (2001) Selenium in global food systems. Br J Nutr 85,
517-547.

Dudeja V, Misra A, Pandey RM, Devina G, Kumar G & Vikram NK
(2001) BMI does not accurately predict overweight in Asian Indians
in northern India. Br J Nutr 86, 105-112.

Dulloo AG & Samec S (2001) Uncoupling proteins: their roles in adaptive
thermogenesis and substrate metabolism reconsidered. Br J Nutr 86,
123-1309.

Durnin JV & Rahaman MM (1967) The assessment of the amount of fat in
the human body from measurements of skinfold thickness. Br J Nutr
21, 681-689.

Frayn KN (2000) Visceral fat and insulin resistance — causative or corre-
lative? Br J Nutr 83, S71-S77.

Fuchs D, Winkelmann I, Johnson IT, Mariman E, Wenzel U & Daniel H
(2005) Proteomics in nutrition research: principals, technologies and
applications. Br J Nutr 94, In the Press.

Garosi P, De Filippo C, van Erk M, Rocca-Serra P, Sansone S-A & Elliott
R (2005) Defining best practice for microarray analyses in nutrige-
nomic studies. Br J Nutr 93, 425-432.

Gill HS, Rutherfurd KJ, Prasad J & Gopal PK (2000) Enhancement of
natural and acquired immunity by Lactobacillus rhamnosus (HNOO1),
Lactobacillus — acidophilus (HNO17) and Bifidobacterium lactis
(HNO19). Br J Nutr 83, 167-176.

£551500ZN[g/6,01°01/B10'10p//:5d13y "swiua)/a410d/6.10 96 pliquied mmm//:sd)y Je a|gejieae ‘asn Jo s} 310D abpliquie) ay3 03 193[qns ‘£G:9€:1Z 18 220 JeIN 80 UO ‘98°E6 1L Z°S9 :SSaJppe dI "240/610 abpliquied mmmy//:sd1iy woJdy papeojumoqd


https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1079/BJN20051553

Editorial 301

Hill RJ & Davies PS (2001) The validity of self-reported energy intake as
determined using the doubly labelled water technique. Br J Nutr 85,
415-430.

Jebb SA, Cole TJ, Doman D, Murgatroyd PR & Prentice AM (2000)
Evaluation of the novel Tanita body-fat analyser to measure body com-
position by comparison with a four-compartment model. Br J Nutr 83,
115-122.

Kritchevsky D (2000) Antimutagenic and some other effects of conjugated
linoleic acid. Br J Nutr 83, 459-465.

Liggins J, Bluck LJ, Runswick S, Atkinson C, Coward WA & Bingham
SA (2000) Daidzein and genistein contents of vegetables. Br J Nutr
84, 717-725.

Noone EJ, Roche HM, Nugent AP & Gibney MJ (2002) The effect of diet-
ary supplementation using isomeric blends of conjugated linoleic acid
on lipid metabolism in healthy human subjects. Br J Nutr 88, 243-251.

Otto B, Spranger J, Benoit SC, Clegg DJ & Tschop MH (2005) The many
faces of ghrelin: new perspectives for nutrition research? Br J Nutr 93,
765-771.

Scollan ND, Choi NJ, Kurt E, Fisher AV, Enser M & Wood JD (2001)
Manipulating the fatty acid composition of muscle and adipose tissue
in beef cattle. Br J Nutr 85, 115—-124.

Seglen PO (1997) Why the impact factor of journals should not be used
for evaluating research. Br Med J 314, 498-502.

Seidell JC (2000) Obesity, insulin resistance and diabetes — a worldwide
epidemic. Br J Nutr 83, Suppl. 1, S5-S8.

Trayhurn P (2002) Citations and ‘impact factor’ — the Holy Grail. Br J
Nutr 88, 1-2.

Trayhurn P (2003) Recent highly cited articles in the British Journal of
Nutrition. Br J Nutr 90, 1-2.

Trayhurn P (2004) Recent highly cited articles in the British Journal of
Nutrition (including supplements): an update. Br J Nutr 92, 1-3.

Trayhurn P & Wood IS (2004) Adipokines: inflammation and the pleiotro-
pic role of white adipose tissue. Br J Nutr 92, 347-355.

Vessby B (2000) Dietary fat and insulin action in humans. Br J Nutr. 83,
Suppl. 1, S91-S96.

Whanger PD (2004) Selenium and its relationship to cancer: an updatet.
Br J Nutr 91, 11-28.

Wood IS & Trayhurn P (2003) Glucose transporters (GLUT and SGLT):
expanded families of sugar transport proteins. Br J Nutr 89, 3-9.

Young JF, Dragstedt LO, Haraldsdottir J, Daneshvar B, Kal MA, Loft S,
Nilsson L, Nielsen SE, Mayer B, Skibsted LH, Huynh-Ba T, Hermetter
A & Sandstrom B (2002) Green tea extract only affects markers of oxi-
dative status postprandially: lasting antioxidant effect of flavonoid-free
diet. Br J Nutr 87, 343-355.

Zittermann A (2003) Vitamin D in preventive medicine: are we ignoring
the evidence? Br J Nutr 89, 552-572.

£551500ZN[g/6,01°01/B10'10p//:5d13y "swiua)/a410d/6.10 96 pliquied mmm//:sd)y Je a|gejieae ‘asn Jo s} 310D abpliquie) ay3 03 193[qns ‘£G:9€:1Z 18 220 JeIN 80 UO ‘98°E6 1L Z°S9 :SSaJppe dI "240/610 abpliquied mmmy//:sd1iy woJdy papeojumoqd


https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1079/BJN20051553

