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Type: Tool

Proper Citation

F1000: Faculty of 1000 Post-Publication Peer Review (RRID:SCR_006537)

Resource Information

URL: http://f1000.com/

Proper Citation: F1000: Faculty of 1000 Post-Publication Peer Review
(RRID:SCR_006537)

Description: Service that identifies and evaluates the most important articles in biology
and medical research publications. The selection process comprises a peer-nominated
global "Faculty" of the world"s leading scientists and clinicians who rate the best of the
articles they read and explain their importance. Faculty Members and their evaluations are
organized into over 40 Faculties (subjects), which are further subdivided into over 300
Sections. On average, 1500 new evaluations are published each month; this corresponds
to approximately the top 2% of all published articles in the biological and medical
sciences. F1000 is a subscription service paid for by academic and corporate institutions.
Users at subscribing institutions automatically receive full access to the F1000 service
when using internet facilities provided by their institution.

Abbreviations: F1000
Synonyms: F1000 Evaluations, Faculty of 1000, F1000 Evaluated Articles
Resource Type: commercial organization

Keywords: biology, medicine, biomedical science, clinical, database, peer review,
medical research

Availability: Subscription
Resource Name: F1000: Faculty of 1000 Post-Publication Peer Review
Resource ID: SCR_006537

Alternate IDs: nlx_71290, Wikidata: Q5428884 grid.466681.b, ISNI: 0000 0000 8758
3069



https://scicrunch.org/nidm-terms
https://scicrunch.org/nidm-terms/data/record/nlx_144509-1/SCR_006537/resolver
http://f1000.com/

Alternate URLSs: https://ror.org/019tc7185
Old URLSs: http://www.facultyof1000.com/
Record Creation Time: 20220129T080236+0000

Record Last Update: 20260725T190623+0000

Ratings and Alerts

No rating or validation information has been found for F1000: Faculty of 1000 Post-
Publication Peer Review.

No alerts have been found for F1000: Faculty of 1000 Post-Publication Peer Review.

Data and Source Information

Source: SciCrunch Registry

Usage and Citation Metrics
We found 14 mentions in open access literature.
Listed below are recent publications. The full list is available at nidm-terms .
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