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When in Doubt, Ask!

O ne of the most perplexing questions that scientists using nontraditional ap-
proaches face is where to publish their research. This question is equally challeng-
ing for scientists using established procedures to obtain results that have multidis-

ciplinary implications. In a high-stakes environment where so much depends on the rapid
dissemination of results, scientists benefit from determining the suitability of their research
for a particular audience prior to manuscript submission. At ACS Chemical Biology
(ACSCB), we encourage potential authors to contact us if they need additional information
on the suitability of their work for our journal.

The field of chemical biology is widely regarded as having evolved from the use of chemi-
cal approaches to solving biological problems. In the past few years, this field has ex-
panded from its original roots and now spans many traditional disciplines. This rapid growth
has had many effects, one of which is that many scientists now describe themselves as
chemical biologists. However, we often speak with scientists working at the interface of bi-
ology and chemistry who do not necessarily define themselves as chemical biologists. We
are asked by these scientists whether ACSCB would consider research appealing to a broad
readership of chemists and biologists. The answer is a resounding “Yes!” At ACSCB, we
feel that considering oneself a chemical biologist is not a prerequisite for publishing re-
search of interest to the community.

This last point is particularly worth emphasizing. In the inaugural issue of ACSCB, our
Editor-in-Chief Laura Kiessling spelled out that the vision for the journal would include re-
sponding to new scientific directions and serving the interests of the broader scientific com-
munity (1). We continue to strive toward this goal. For instance, in this issue of ACSCB, we
present topics that a biophysicist, pharmacologist, or molecular biologist might find inter-
esting. We include an analysis of the physical properties of lipids in cell membranes (2), two
studies that suggest new ways to target key proteins that might help design next-generation
drugs for certain cancers (3, 4), and a concise review of how state-of-the-art technologies
in molecular electron microscopy enable scientists to view subcellular structures (5). Al-
though our diverse topics might not always fit a traditional definition of chemical biology,
we are confident that those interested in chemistry and biology will find our content
appealing.

Going back to the dilemma of where to publish: if you have results that you would like
to submit for publication in ACSCB, but you are not sure of the appropriateness for our au-
dience, please inquire. You may send us a short summary of your work, and we will respond
rapidly and indicate our level of interest in receiving a complete manuscript. When it comes
to publishing your results, we’d like to help you make the right decision.

Anirban Mahapatra
Assistant Managing Editor, ACS Chemical Biology
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