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Authors Guidelines 
 

All papers must be in English. Non-English speaking authors who do not have a good 
command of English are advised to seek assistance from someone who has.  

The corresponding author must obtain the consent of all the co-authors prior to the 
submission of the paper. Papers are accepted on the understanding that their contents have 
neither been published nor are being offered for publication elsewhere.  

Completed manuscripts should be emailed to opal.stewart@stewartpostharvest.com or 
solutions@stewartpostharvest.com 

This should be accompanied by the Copyright Transfer Agreement which may be sent via 
post or faxed to: 

Stewart Postharvest Review 
67 Clarence Gate Gardens 
Glentworth Street 
London NW1 6QR, UK 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7723 9827 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7900 2761 

Length of Review: As a guide, articles should be between 3000 and 4000 words in length 
although this is flexible depending on the nature of each review.  

Cover Page: Each manuscript should have a cover page on which the title of the manuscript 
is clearly stated and all authors and their affiliations should be shown. Please also identify the 
corresponding author and his/her complete contact details, including full name, affiliation, e-
mail address and full international contact details.  

Abstract: Authors must supply a structured abstract set out under the following 4 sub-
headings:  
Purpose of review; describe the importance of the review 
Findings; mention the main findings of the review 
Limitations/implications (if applicable); what outcomes, possible implications, applications 
and consequences are identified? 
Directions for future research: mention future research prospects 
Maximum is 300 words in total. 
 
Keywords: In addition provide up to six keywords which encapsulate the principal topics of 
the paper.  
 



                     
 

  

Introduction: Outline the scope of the review and mention any earlier work that will place 
the review in context. 
 
Body of the review: include headings and titled paragraphs to subdivide the text.  
 
Conclusion: a paragraph highlighting the implications of the review and giving suggestions 
for future research.      
        
Acknowledgements: of professional colleagues and funding bodies 
 
References: All references must be numbered consecutively, in square brackets, in the order 
in which they are cited in the text, followed by any in tables or legends. Each reference must 
have an individual reference number.  
 
Authors should highlight the most important articles they have identified during the course of 
writing the review and furnish each article with a brief annotation stating the article’s 
importance. Each article should be rated as follows. 
 
* – Papers of marginal importance (for example see 1 below in reference style) 
** – Papers that are of outstanding interest and are essential reading (for example see 2 
below in reference style) 
 
The rating should highlight the importance of the paper. Annotations should be a sentence 
or two describing the paper’s interest to the reader.  
 
Asterisks should be used to indicate bulleted references, eg [1*, 2**]. In the reference list, 
bulleted references should include the asterisk to the left of the number, with the annotation 
beneath the reference details (see below). 

Reference style  

Journal names should be given in full. References should be structured as follows:  

Journal: 

1   Gamble RL, Qu X and Schaller GE. Mutational analysis of the ethylene receptor ETR1. 
Role of the histidine kinase domain in dominant ethylene insensitivity. Plant Physiology 
2002: 128:1428–1438.  
*The role of histidine kinase activity in the dominant ethylene-insensitivity mutant etr1-1 was 
investigated. These findings led the authors to speculate that the amino-terminal half of etr1-1 
is able to impose an ethylene-insensitive state upon other wildtype receptors through 
heterodimerization. 
 
2   Alonso JM, Stepanova AN, Leisse TJ, Kim CJ, Chen H, Shinn P, Stevenson DK, 
Zimmerman J, Barajas B and Cheuk R. Genome-wide insertional mutagenesis of Arabidopsis 
thaliana. Science 2003: 301:653–657.  
**The authors of this paper reported the creation of genome-wide Arabidopsis T-DNA 
insertion lines whose precise locations have been determined. In addition, a whole-genome 
gene expression study using an Affymetrix microarray identified 628 ethylene-regulated 
genes. The authors also isolated several insertion mutations in four related ethylene-inducible 



                     
 

  

ERF genes, called EDF genes. This is the first genetic evidence based on the study of LOF 
ERF mutants to demonstrate that the ERF family of transcription factors function in ethylene 
responses with a high degree of functional redundancy. 

Book: 

3  Jones B, Charles K. Title of the book section. In: Book name. Edition number. Edited by 
Editor A, Editor B, Editor C (editors). Location of Publisher: Publisher; Year Published pp. 
25−27. 

With annotation describing importance of reference, if bulleted 

PhD thesis  

Jones A. Thesis Title in full. PhD thesis. Stanford University, Computer Science Department; 
Year completed.  

With annotation describing importance of reference, if bulleted 

Link/URL  

Web links and URLs should be included in the reference list. They should be provided in full, 
including both the title of the site and the URL, in the following format: 
Mouse Tumor Biology Database [http://tumor.informatics.jax.org/cancer_links.html]  

With annotation describing importance of reference, if bulleted 

Figure titles and legends: must be provided for all figures  
 
Figures and tables: must be cited in text.  
 
Abbreviations should be defined on their first appearance. Any abbreviations that are not 
accepted by international bodies should be avoided. 

Figures, charts and diagrams should be supplied as good quality originals. 

Further information 

Proofs will be sent to the author for checking. This stage is to be used only to correct errors 
that may have been introduced during the production process. Prompt return of the corrected 
proofs, preferably within two days of receipt, will minimise the risk of the paper being held 
over to a later issue.  

 


