Understanding and Writing Effective Perspective Papers in Scientific Journals
Perspective articles play a crucial role in scientific communication. Unlike original research articles, which report novel empirical findings, perspective papers offer authors the opportunity to present new viewpoints, interpret existing evidence differently, challenge prevailing assumptions, or propose fresh conceptual directions. These pieces are typically more grounded in expert insight rather than primary data and are more concise than a typical review article. They would also offer comment on where research could lead and what impact this could have on society.
The recommended word count is generally up to 2,500 words, but if the scope of your perspective is broader and a longer format required, please contact the Editor-in-Chief in the first instance.
Perspectives also differ considerably from review articles – both in scope and intent. For example, strong perspectives should not simply condense existing literature, but rather provide a new lens, identify key bottlenecks, and propose forward-looking hypotheses or frameworks. Authors of perspectives should present clear, even potentially provocative viewpoints, ensuring they are well supported.
This article explains in a little more depth what perspective papers are, why they matter, and how to structure one effectively using a clear, logical flow.
What Are Perspective Papers?
Perspective papers build on existing studies or experiences. They allow authors to articulate a unique viewpoint on a problem, reinterpret established concepts, propose a new hypothesis, or explore the implications of an emerging trend or innovation. 
Because they do not always involve data collection, they can generally be drafted more quickly than research articles - but the author must possess substantial domain expertise to make a meaningful contribution.
Why Write a Perspective Instead of a Research Article?
Authors often turn to perspective or commentary formats when:
· Existing data are preliminary, insufficiently robust, or not the main focus
· They want to address issues of broad conceptual or disciplinary interest
· They aim to introduce an innovation or idea not yet implemented
· They wish to influence the direction of debate or draw attention to overlooked problems 
The perspective format offers the freedom to argue, advocate, critique, or conceptualise—ultimately helping shape discourse in a field.
A Structured Approach to Writing a Perspective Paper
An examination of the strengths and weaknesses of a hypothesis, scientific theory or point of view in a major subject area. It can reflect positively or negatively on the topic and include personal opinions, though all arguments must be represented critically and be properly supported by evidence. Biased or personal language must be avoided.
Before starting to write, ensure you:
· Have a clear thesis
· Collect supporting evidence
· Secure any necessary ethical approvals for referenced observations (if human subjects involved)
· Organise your argument logically before drafting
Perspective - Article Structure 
1. Title
Use a descriptive, academic title, similar in tone and specificity to a research article.
(Follow by Author details as normal for academic papers)
2. Abstract 
A suggested structure for the abstract includes:
· Key points from the introduction and problem
· Core insight about the limitations of the standard approach
· Summary of the new perspective
· Highlights of the key supporting evidence
· Final significance or implication from the conclusion.
If you want a more defined structured for your abstract, include sections such as:
· Context
· Purpose of the Perspective
· Key arguments or emerging themes
· Outlook
3. Keywords (4–8)
Select keywords typical of full research articles in your discipline.
4. Introduction / Background (with references)
· What is the existing context or state of knowledge? Describe the current state of the field.
· Establish the gap or emerging opportunity.
· Why is this topic timely or important?
· What gap, tension, or unresolved issue motivates your perspective?
· Provide citations to recent literature.
You could also describe the key challenge, limitation, misconception, or barrier in the current landscape. This section should:
· Identify what is not working
· Explain why it matters
· Highlight who is affected
· Provide enough grounding so the reader recognises the necessity of re‑examining assumptions
Use evidence selectively to illustrate the significance of the problem.
The introduction should end with a clear thesis—a statement of the central argument or viewpoint you aim to advance.

5. Core Thematic Sections (c. 3 sections recommended)
Each section should contain substantive scholarly content, not commentary alone. Suggested section types (these are examples - other thematic sections can be used depending on the substance of the perspective):
5.1 Emerging Concepts or Mechanistic Advances
· Discuss new theoretical or mechanistic insights.
· Include schematic figures, conceptual models, or comparative tables.
5.2 Materials or Technological Developments
· Summarize key advances in materials, fabrication, performance metrics, or design principles.
· Offer critique or synthesis of published data (no need to include new data).
5.3 Critical Challenges and Knowledge Gaps
· Provide evidence‑based evaluation of technical hurdles.
· Cite diverse literature and contextualize contradictions or open questions.
5.4 Opportunities for Innovation
· Outline future directions and promising avenues for inquiry.
· Support arguments with references and conceptual rationale.
6. Outlook / Future Directions
A forward‑looking synthesis:
· Summarise the potential impact of the emerging theme.
· Provide actionable insights for researchers.
· Suggest specific methodological or conceptual priorities.
7. Methods (Optional but Beneficial)
If the Perspective includes:
· meta‑analysis,
· comparative evaluation of published datasets, or
· re‑analysis of existing data,
Include a short “Methods” section.

8. Figures and Tables
Include c.4 scholarly figures, such as:
· conceptual diagrams
· comparative performance plots using published numbers
· mechanistic illustrations
· workflow models

9. Conclusion 
The conclusion should briefly summarise the implications of the original work when viewed through the new perspective, helping to reinforce its contribution:
· Summarise the journey from problem → standard approach → new perspective → implications. 
· Keep it concise and reaffirm the central message. 
A substantive conclusion should summarize:
· the article’s intellectual contribution,
· key messages, and
· implications for the field.
This should read like a traditional article conclusion.
End with a call to action—what do you want readers, practitioners, or the research community to do next?
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Final Thoughts
Perspective papers offer scholars and practitioners a valuable platform to influence scientific dialogue, challenge established thinking and propose meaningful new directions. With a clear structure, strong evidence, and a compelling narrative, these articles can shape how communities understand problems and envision solutions.

