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From the editors’ desks

EASE events feel as though they come 
thick and fast these days—no sooner 
had we posted the presentations from 
the Blankenberge meeting on our 
website, than we were announcing the 
programme for the 2014 Conference 
in Split: ‘The complex world of science 
editing’.  We have kept the same format 
as our successful Tallinn Conference 
with a few small changes. Where bus 
transfers are necessary, eg, to and 
from the Reception, the cost will be an 
integral part of the Registration fee. The 
conference dinner will also be included 
in the registration package: this means 
that everyone can attend and enjoy the 
evening with old friends while making 
some new ones in the best EASE 
tradition. The generosity of the University 
of Split School of Medicine in providing 
the facilities, some early sponsorship 
and our now-customary stringent 
cost control mean that the Conference 
remains excellent value for money. 
Please display the enclosed circular on 
your noticeboard and circulate the pdf 
version to all your colleagues.

We have several workshops on offer 
to complement the main Conference. 
Each of these has its own budget and will 
take place only if enough people register, 

so take a look and make your choice.  
Pippa Smart will run her popular course 
for journal editors, while we welcome 
Darko Hren to present his workshop 
on statistics for editors that has been 
recommended by our colleagues from 
MET. We are particularly pleased that 
Sun Huh and collaborators from Korea 
are coming to organize a 2-day workshop 
entitled, Application of advanced 
information technology to scholarly 
journal publishing. This will teach you 
how best to use XML for various tasks 
relating to journals, such as producing 
files for Crossref and ORCID, as well as 
other tools, such as QR codes. All useful 
skills, so put aside any technophobia 
and sign up! For those more interested 
in linguistic matters, Joy Burrough- 
Boenisch is offering a half-day workshop 
on Editing non-native scientific English.

Finally, I am delighted to welcome 10 
members of the Asociación Mexicana de 
Editores de Revistas Biomédicas, A. C. 
(AMERBAC), including the President, 
Magda Atrian Salazar, who form the core 
of our new Mexican chapter. Several of 
this group intend to come to Split for 
the conference and we look forward to 
meeting them there.

Joan Marsh
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Editorial

Moving towards topical education in science editing

Current science publishing is increasingly dependent on 
emerging digital technologies. In times when boundaries 
between digital search engines, databases, libraries, 
and repositories are blurring, most publications face 
the challenge of adjusting their infrastructure to the 
requirements of the new world of communication. A single 
paper, but not a journal or a textbook, is becoming the main 
unit of information.1 A few digital mega-platforms such as 
BioMed Central are now capable of cascading unlimited 
numbers of papers. As a result, reviewing, editing, 
publishing, and archiving are gradually merging into one 
technological process.

To overcome limitations of the traditional peer review 
system, and particularly its slowness and bias, mega-
platforms switch to the immediate publishing model 
with open post-publication review. One of the examples 
of this model was introduced by Faculty 1000®, a hub for 
comments and rated recommendations of around 5,000 
scientists on papers from more than 3,500 biomedical 
journals. Another example of post-publication evaluation 
of papers is the correspondence model. This model was 
widely promoted by Prof Hasan Yazıcı, an eminent Turkish 
rheumatologist. He initially launched the Letter to Editor 
Rheumatology as a small journal for practical comments on 
recent papers in rheumatology and, in 2013, transformed it 
into a supplement for a mainstream journal – Clinical and 
Experimental Rheumatology.            

To survive and compete with a large number of new 
journals, traditional sources must rely more on the skills of 
experts in information technologies. Information experts 
can facilitate indexing and archiving in repositories such 
as PubMed Central. Journal editors, in turn, can advance 
their skills in searching through databases to improve their 
practice and to follow updates in journal rankings.2

Science editors witness the global move towards virtual 
services and networks that has already transformed 
important areas of research. As an example, libraries are no 
longer limited in their capacity to offer services in a certain 
physical space. Modern librarians act as information skills 
facilitators, who select sources for their customers, share 
experience in statistics, and contribute as co-authors of 
systematic reviews.3 This form of collaboration follows 
the best pattern of creative team work, which materializes 
in the highest-impact science.4 Science editors can also 
position themselves as generators of new knowledge and 
boost research productivity. To achieve that, however, they 
have to complement their skills in journalism with those 
gained through the scientific research.

The generation of research-oriented editors is now in 
high demand because of the decades-long domination of the 
false concepts of ‘authority and impact’, which unjustifiably 
prioritized trendy papers by ‘heavyweight’ authors.5,6 The 
skewed perception of the journals’ impact has led to the blind 
substitution of references to top-tier journals for scientific 

evidence. While it is likely that a large proportion of the 
best papers accumulate in the highest-impact journals, it 
is also undeniable that the ‘obsession’ with these journals 
wastes authors’ time and overburdens reviewers, who then 
cascade the same manuscripts in multiple journals. As a 
result of the ‘impact obsession’, the role of small professional 
communities has gradually diminished. Science journalism 
itself has become a subject of heavy criticism for the deluge 
of ‘positive’ research reports from ‘elite’ disciplines.5

Generally science editors strive to uphold ethical 
standards. Skills in ethical editing and publishing can be 
acquired through topical education at pre- and postgraduate 
courses. At the current stage, such courses are supported by 
learned associations. The European Association of Science 
Editors (EASE), for example, arranges meetings throughout 
Europe and elsewhere. Publication of EASE’s revised and 
expanded edition of the Handbook for Science Editors in 
2013 gives a major boost to those who seek a comprehensive 
reference on science editing. The European Science Editing 
journal, in its turn, has published many instructive papers 
in the past few years.

There is still much work to be done in the coming years. 
And we expect continuous support from our authors, 
reviewers, readers, and EASE membership.

Armen Yuri Gasparyan
Chief Editor, European Science Editing;

Departments of Rheumatology and
Research and Development,

Dudley Group NHS Foundation Trust
(Teaching Trust of The University of Birmingham, UK),

Russells Hall Hospital, Dudley DY1 2HQ, West Midlands, UK;
a.gasparyan@gmail.com
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Abstract We reflect on the impact of the Master of Science 
in Nursing Diploma course, introduced in the two Croatian 
universities, on the structure and contents of the Sestrinski 
Glasnik/Nursing Journal (SG/NJ), the official journal of the 
Croatian Nurses Association (CNA). After the introduction 
of the course, the quantity and quality of the nurses’ 
publications in the journal improved. Education and 
research work are needed to strengthen position of nursing 
as an independent scientific discipline in Croatia. SG/NJ can 
serve as a platform for the joint efforts of specialists from 
various clinical and research backgrounds to facilitate the 
transition of nursing towards advanced research reporting 
and evidence-based practice.

Keywords Nursing education; nursing research; academic 
title; periodicals as topic.

Introduction
Scientific research is the basis of any discipline. The 
dissemination of existing and emerging knowledge in 
the field of nursing should be encouraged to further the 
development of theory and practice of this relatively new 
discipline. Scientific journals can be instrumental in this 
process by publicising creative ideas, promoting innovations 
and reaching out to readers with related interests.1-3 

Proper science writing is an indispensable tool for 
cultivating scientific tradition and establishing a community 
of highly skilled nurses.4,5 Croatian nurses may acquire 
writing skills by regularly reading and contributing to 
high-quality nursing journals. Publishing in good journals 
will improve their career prospects and build relationships 
within the medical community.

Most articles published by nurses in Croatia are based 
on their Master or Doctoral degree courses.  The most 
successful nursing students are incentivised for their 
studies, but this, however, is not sufficient for advanced 
nursing education and practice.6

The Sestrinski Glasnik/Nursing Journal (SG/NJ) is a 
medium for scholarly communication which focuses on 
standard and new forms of treatments and overviews the 
existing guidelines for nursing and midwifery. It also covers 
current issues in treatment strategies and quality of patient 
care.7 It is widely known that 70% of quality nursing comes 
from competence and 30% from confidence: our journal 
strives to improve our nurses’ performance in both aspects.

Over the past decades, the education and the working 

environment of nurses in Croatia have become increasingly 
discordant. The new generation of nurses has improved their 
knowledge and skills, but the working conditions have not 
changed. Young graduates with a three-year Bachelor degree 
in nursing are now more competent in their field than their 
less educated though more experienced older colleagues. 

The Master in Nursing programme started at the 
University of Zagreb and the University of Osijek in the 
2011-2012 academic year. One of the main objectives of the 
programme was to teach nurses how to analyse scientific 
evidence and translate it into their daily practice. With a 
robust scientific background, nurses should be capable 
of taking the lead in specialist clinical teams (eg, nursing 
care, cardiology) and overcome the discordance between 
what they are taught and what they encounter in practice. 
So far, 48 nurses have graduated from the Masters’ courses. 
Additionally, 65 first-year and 61 second-year full-time 
students are undertaking training.

The SG/NJ has undergone some important changes in the 
past few years. A new website for the journal was launched 
in 2011, with the cover page and layout of each issue being 
improved and the instructions for authors updated. Several 
sections of the journal were introduced: original articles, 
reviews, patient safety articles, etc. The journal adopted the 
ethical publishing guidance of the International Committee 
of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE) and the Committee on 
Publication Ethics (COPE).

The aim of this study was to analyse the influence of 
the master programme in nursing on some quantitative 
features of the nurses’ publications in Croatia, specifically 
on the number of articles in the SG/NJ before and after the 
introduction of the programme.

Methods
We recorded the number and type of the published articles, 
and the structure of graduate education of all the authors of 
the SG/NJ before and after the introduction of the Master 
in nursing courses in Croatia in 2011. The authors’ data 
(number of authors of each article, their level of education, 
their academic title) and article type (original article, review, 
patient or workplace safety article, brief communication, case 
report, and letter) were reported. We reviewed all issues and 
analysed web traffic data during 2008-2010 and 2011-2013. 
Web traffic was chosen as an indicator of the global interest 
of the readership, particularly the nursing community, in the 
journal.

Introducing science for nursing in Croatia: publishing trends in the Sestrinski 
Glasnik/Nursing Journal

Višnja Vičić-Hudorović
Editor in Chief, Sestrinski Glasnik/Nursing Journal, Croatian Nurses Association, Zagreb, Croatia
Narcis Hudorović 
Department of Vascular Surgery, University Clinical Center “Sestre milosrdnice”, Vinogradska 29, 10000 Zagreb, Croatia; 
narcis.hudorovic@zg.t-com.hr

Original articles
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Results and discussion
Each item had on average 2.0 pages. The material analysed totalled 6 volumes, 18 issues, 182 articles, and 1278 pages (Table 1).

Table 1. Number of articles published in SG/NJ during 2008-2010 and 2011-2013 with at least one nurse as author

Vol/N/ Year

No. of 
pages Subject category Authors

No. of 
pages per 

issue
OA Rev PSA WSA BC CR LT Nurses Ms 

nurses

Medical 
doctors/ 

others
Old layout

13/1/2008 66 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 4

13/2/2008 52 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 3

13/3/2008 56 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 3

13/4/2008 80 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 4

14/1/2008 80 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 2

14/2/2009 64 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 4

14/3/2009 60 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 4

14/4/2009 62 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 4

15/1-2/2010 60 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 2

15/3-4/2010 60 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 4

Total 
issues 10 640 20 30 0 0 0 0 0 82 0 34

New layout

16/1-2/2011 84 7 5 0 1 4 2 4 29 0 4

16/3/2011 64 3 2 1 0 4 0 2 25 0 3

17/1/2012 68 5 2 2 0 1 0 4 17 0 4

17/2/2012 76 4 1 2 0 2 0 4 25 0 0

17/3/2012 74 5 4 2 1 3 1 3 22 5 2

18/1/2013 84 6 5 0 0 7 0 5 26 8 6

18/2/2013 82 8 1 0 0 4 1 0 23 7 2

18/3/2013 106 7 3 1 1 2 0 0 16 6 2

Total 
issues 8 638 45 23 8 3 27 4 22 183 26 23

TOTAL 
(old + new) 18 1278 65 53 8 3 27 4 22 265 26 57

Key: OA-Original Article; Rev-Review article; PSA-Patient safety article; WSA-Workplace safety article; BC-Brief communication; CR-Case report; 
LT-Letter to the Editor.

Our results indicate that nurses with a Master’s degree 
publish in the SG/NJ more frequently than nurses without 
master’s level education. It may be the result of training 
in scientific communication as a part of their university 
studies.

We noted that there were no foreign authors, which 
highlights the need for facilitating international scientific 
cooperation. This might raise publication standards in 
our journal, which, in turn, might lead to better research 
performance of our nurses and future publications in 
internationally renowned journals.

When we cross-tabulated article type against author 
education, it was found that two thirds of the authors 
(211 out of 348) of original research articles were nurses 
with a Bachelor degree. Medical doctors (MDs) frequently 
authored reviews and editorials, while nurses with a 
Master’s degree authored all items on patient or work safety, 
brief communications, and case reports. This suggests 
that Master’s degree nurses were increasingly involved 
in research in 2011-2013. Preventive care with a focus 
on patient and work safety became a key feature of their 
publications.
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In 2008-2010, the SG/NJ was available online at the 
Croatian Nurses Association website (www.hums.hr), 
and its annual visits ranged between 4,700 and 5,000. The 
journal’s website became a part of the Croatian Academic 
Community (HRCAK, www.hrcak.hr) in 2011. As a result, 
the annual traffic increased to 7,029 visits in 2011, 10,016 in 
2012, and 17,162 in 2013.

It has long been believed that nurses do not read scholarly 
journals, mainly because of difficulty in understanding the 
basics of research reporting and publishing.8 However, 
current trends in the SG/NJ indicate that properly educated 
nurses are confident in scientific writing and are open to 
communication with the global scientific community. 
In the current transition phase, it is rewarding to see 
how Croatian nurses are gaining interest in reading and 
publishing in our journal. The SG/NJ can now be viewed 
as a tool for the implementation of strategic changes in 
nursing. We strongly believe that articles on challenges 
encountered by nurses, especially at the beginning of their 
career, can be useful for advancing nursing practice and 
orienting it towards research.

Although articles on nursing issues should primarily 
accumulate in the journals indexed under the nursing 
category,9 we feel that a multidisciplinary approach is 
also warranted to enhance nursing research studies and 
expand collaboration with experts from diverse clinical and 
research backgrounds.
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Abstract The difficulties in editing medical journals in Mexico 
are due mainly to inadequate professional training, problems in 
editorial workflow, lack of recognition, and limited incentives. 
Editing is not recognized as a profession; therefore, there are 
no professional career development opportunities for editors. 
It behoves university medical schools to establish professional 
editorial training courses, and international organizations 
should support the education and training of medical journal 
editors in Mexico. It is essential to revive the system of evaluating 
Mexican health journals. Medical journals from Mexico should 
be published in Spanish and in English, and in electronic form, 
to facilitate the dissemination of research carried out in Mexico. 
A Mexican citation and measurement index is desirable. 

Keywords: Medical editors; editorial process; education; 
research.

Introduction 
About 85 medical journals are published in Mexico at 
present. The editors of these journals, who are primarily 
physicians, work with dedication and responsibility; 
however, they face many problems: some common to 
editors worldwide, others more specific to Mexico. Small 
medical journals have limited financial and technical 
resources: articles are published in the local language and 
the journals have a small circulation. Even established 
journals may have poor editorial workflow.  This is partly 
due to insufficient editorial time because the editors are 
part-time employees, with little or no experience, and lack 
a professional approach to their work. Although many 
international editing organizations offer training and 
education, the opportunities are ignored by many editors. 
Authors are reluctant to publish in Mexican journals 
irrespective of the journal’s quality and number of readers.1 

In this paper, some of these problems are analysed. The 
suggestions offered in the paper are not based on research 
but reflect the author’s views, based on personal experience. 
It is hoped that this account will encourage editors from other 
countries to share their experiences, thus providing ideas and 
suggestions to overcome the difficulties described here. 

Medical Editors in Mexico
To find out how medical editors work in Mexico, I contacted 
the editorial staff of journals identified from databases of 
medical literature on the web, namely MEDIGRAPHIC and 
IMBIOMED.2,3 MEDIGRAPHIC lists 190 Latin American 

medical journals, 82 of which are published in Mexico, 
whereas IMBIOMED lists 136 journals, of which 51 were 
either inactive or did not provide complete information. I 
emailed a questionnaire to 50 editors, seeking information 
about their editorial responsibilities, training, if any, and 
whether they received any honorarium and from whom. 
Thirteen responded to the questionnaire: most had received 
no training and only one was paid (Table 1). 

Table 1.  Results of a survey of  aspects of professionalism 
among medical journal editors in Mexico, 2013. The survey 
was sent to 50 editors, of whom 13 responded.

Parameter Number

Editor’s academic background

Physician 11

Biologist 2

Editor Training

None 11

Courses of Associations or 
Institutions

7

Medical Editing required 
by medical societies or 
institutions

7

Salary

Yes (paid by university) 1

No 12

Problems encountered by medical journal editors 
Lack of professional recognition: In Mexico, as in other 
countries, the majority of physicians responsible for editing 
journals are renowned medical professionals, experienced 
in publishing and revising research papers. However, they 
have no prior training in editing and have turned to editing 
as a matter of personal choice, on invitation, or having been 
assigned editorial responsibilities by the management of the 
institutes in which they work. More than 95% of the editors 
receive no payment for their editorial duties and most do 
not have the support of their own institutions or of medical 
societies to attend meetings or participate in training courses 
related to editorial work (Table 1). In Mexico, only the 
national health institutes consistently include expenses for 
medical journals in their budgets. The editor’s term of office 

Essays

Problems faced by editors of biomedical journals in Mexico

Norberto Sotelo-Cruz
Professor, Department of Medicine, University of Sonora, Mexico and former Editor, Boletín Clínico del Hospital Infantil del 
Estado de Sonora, Av. Colosio, entre Reforma y Francisco Q. Salazar S/N, Col. Centro, 83000 Hermosillo, Sonora, México
 Level 1 Researcher (Investigator), National Researchers System (Sistema Nacional de Investigadores), National Council of 
Science and Technology of Mexico (Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnología de México); nsotelo51@gmail.com
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is often only a few years, especially for journals published 
by medical societies. It has been recommended that editors 
and editorial boards should not be changed so frequently 
and may even be considered as tenure-track positions.4 If 
salaries for the majority of editors in Mexico do not go up 
in the near future – the inevitable outcome of apathy on part 
of the government – the situation will remain unchanged.

External influences: Editors may be subject to pressure to 
accept certain manuscripts by the society or institution that 
owns the journal and appoints the editor.  Less frequently, 
editors are subsidized by pharmaceutical companies, who 
promote their business interests through the journal.  

Inadequate number of articles: Editors face frequent 
problems in getting enough original articles to fill at least 
half the pages of each issue. The reasons are many, even after 
the initial submission: authors reject reviewers’ observations 
and therefore do not revise the articles; do not correct their 
manuscripts and do not return the revised versions.1 

Authors:  The articles sent to the journals for publication 
are poorly written, often with deficiencies in format, content, 
illustrations, references and originality, as well as not 
complying with the journal’s guidelines for authors. Authors 
are reluctant to submit their manuscripts to Mexican journals 
for fear that their publications will not be cited: articles 
published in Mexican journals are not cited frequently 
even when they are of good quality (the Matthew effect).5 
Biomedical researchers in Mexico publish less than 10% of 
their output in Mexican journals.1,6

Peer review:  Many Mexican biomedical journals find it 
difficult to get suitable reviewers, especially international 
reviewers. The most common fault of Mexican peer 
reviewers is that they do not return the articles entrusted 
to them for review in time. Occasionally, the reviewers are 
biased or even antagonistic, and tend to judge a manuscript 
not on its merits but on such extraneous considerations as 
affiliation and membership of informal networks. The editor 
is obliged to respect a reviewer’s verdict and communicate 
that to the author, although such decisions are not always 
fair, along with the reviewer’s comments. Sometimes the 
reviewer’s comments are acerbic enough to deter the author 
from submitting a manuscript to that journal ever again. 
Excessive confidence in reviewers and the editorial body 
may be unwarranted. At times, articles rejected by reviewers 
for Mexican journals have been accepted and published in 
English-language journals with high impact factors.

Problems encountered by medical journals
Of the 136 Mexican journals that offer full text of the articles 
they publish in MEDIGRAPHIC and IMBIOMED, some 
are run by medical societies, some by health institutes, and 
some are subsidized by the pharmaceutical industry. Fifty-
one of these journals had no consistency in publication; at 
least ten were no longer published; and six had changed 
platform in order to continue as Open Access journals. 
Journals that depend on income from advertisements are 
always at risk, and financial considerations influence the 
placement of advertisements, the length of articles, and 
even the choice of articles, with those that further the 
interests of the advertiser being favoured, although such 

practices violate the ethics of publishing and most editors 
are opposed to them.7 

Accreditation of journals
Organizations created by institutions, such as the National 
Center of Information, Documentation and Decisions in 
Health (Centro Nacional de Información, Documentación 
y Decisiones en Salud, CENIDS) and the Articles Edited 
in Mexico on Information on Health (Artículos Editados 
en México Sobre Información en Salud, ARTEMISA) of 
the National Institute of Public Health (Instituto Nacional 
de Salud Pública), have been particularly effective in the 
monitoring and accreditation of journals. To gain a place 
in ARTEMISA, a journal must be published electronically 
and satisfy additional criteria. Eight years ago, a procedure 
was established for evaluating journals through the System 
of Evaluation of Mexican Health Journals (Sistema de 
Evaluación de Revistas Mexicanas en Salud). In recent years, 
and for unknown reasons, the operation of the system has 
been curtailed.8 

Bibliometrics, which include such indices as the impact 
factor and the h-index, serve to indicate the quality of 
a published paper. Yet, Mexico has no effective national 
policy to support bibliometrics. 

Quality of Mexican research articles 
Mexican physicians are encouraged to publish the results 
of their research in Mexican journals, with publications 
in journals approved by the National Council of Science 
and Technology of Mexico (Consejo Nacional de Ciencia 
y Tecnología de México, CONACyT) being particularly 
important for career advancement. The committee of 
experts responsible for the approval is very strict in its 
selection of journals, and approved only three in 2013 in 
medicine and the sciences: Annals of Hepatology, Archivos 
de Cardiología de México / Mexican Archives of Cardiology, 
and Salud Pública de México / Mexican Public Health. 

The assumption that articles published in Mexico are 
of poor quality was tested in a study that analyzed the 
originality, impact and applicability of publications by 
means of subjective evaluation by scientists of the quality 
of their colleagues’ contributions.6  The quality of Mexican 
research was judged to be neither better nor worse than that 
not only in countries with similar levels of development but 
also in the most scientifically developed nations. And yet, 
physicians of other nations do not consult good-quality 
original articles published in Mexico.1,6 

Researchers’ preferred language of publication
For greater visibility and the likelihood of being cited, 
researchers prefer to publish in English in foreign journals with 
higher impact factors, which are included in the Thompson-
Reuters’ database Journal Citation Reports (JCR) and the 
Web of Knowledge. If researchers do consider publishing in 
Mexican journals, they limit their choice to Mexican journals 
that are included in JCR, such as Annals of Hepatology, Archives 
of Medical Research or Salud Pública de México. 

The main problems that confront editors of biomedical 
journals in Mexico are summarized in Table 2. 
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Lack of professionalism 
Generally part-time, with no financial support 
Little professional recognition or reward
Inexperienced editorial teams, exacerbated by short 
terms of office of editors
Scarce or no financial support for editorial training 
Deficient functioning of organizations responsible for 
monitoring and accrediting journals
Bias arising from institutional or governmental mandates    

Authors and peer reviewers
Insufficient original articles of suitable quality
Authors’ contempt for publishing in national journals
Poor translation of manuscripts submitted in a 
language other than the editor’s first language 
Low standards of peer review including slow processing
Frequent author noncompliance with feedback to 
correct article deficiencies
Ethical problems, eg duplicate publications

Viability of journals
Failures caused by deficient economic resources and 
other considerations that prevent publication                                                        
Dependence on  pharmaceutical advertisements 
Complimentary copies distributed to physicians 
contribute to lack of understanding of scientific quality                                                   
No mechanism to ascertain national impact of authors’ 
contributions

Table 2. Problems faced by Mexican medical journal editors

Suggestions for the improvement of biomedical 
publishing in Mexico

Editorial training and recognition
Being the editor of a medical journal requires integrity and 
credibility; this should be rewarded in career assessment 
and, where possible, financially. Medical societies should 
seek ways to support training for editors and editorial staff.  
Frequent changes of editors and staff should be avoided. 

University medical schools should establish courses on 
editing especially for those who have already trained as 
physicians and for other professionals interested in publishing.  
Editors could also attend training outside Mexico.  Several 
international organizations, such as the World Association 
of Medical Editors and the European Association of Science 
Editors, offer to support training. Some offers are specifically 
for countries in Latin America9, 10

The establishment of the Mexican Association of Editors 
of Biomedical Journals (Asociación Mexicana de Editores de 
Revistas Biomédicas, AMERBAC) in 1997 has contributed 
favourably to the profession of editing. The organization 
holds two meetings a year to exchange experiences and  
train editors and editorial staff. The meetings have certainly 
led to better medical editing and equipped the editors to face 
new challenges.

Improved communication with authors
Journal editors should encourage authors to submit to 
their journal by explaining clearly and concisely how 
manuscripts are reviewed, edited, and published and 
how aspiring authors should choose their target journals 
and prepare their articles in keeping with that journal’s 
instructions to authors.  Editorial staff should maintain 
good communication with authors throughout the process.

Journal evaluation and recognition
Journals should be bilingual as far as possible, in Spanish 
and English, at least for abstracts.

Some journals could be amalgamated, eg by region or 
specialty, to improve manuscript flow and  concentrate 
resources. The systematic review of journals published in 
Mexico should be revived, with some additional criteria: 
electronic availability of full text of articles, originality and 
scientific relevance of the research, proportion of original 
articles, a clear table of contents, the standing of members of the 
editorial committee and the standing of reviewers.  A Mexican 
citation index recognized by the organizations responsible 
for appraising researchers would certainly motivate Mexican 
researchers to publish in such nationally recognized journals. 
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Abstract  Despite the increasing demand for a systematic 
graduate course on biomedical writing and editing in 
countries like Japan, Korea and China, such a course is still 
at a conceptual stage. We herein describe a course that is 
based on the Korean experience. The course can serve as 
an adaptable global model for medical graduates. The core 
contents of the programme include lectures, presentations, 
workshops, e-learning, and online feedback. We discuss the 
conceptual or operational features of these items, assess the 
potential of the programme and areas for improvement.

Keywords Biomedical writing; graduate students; 
programme structure; e-learning; feedback.

Introduction
Despite the increasing recognition of the importance 
of biomedical science communication in developing 
and developed countries,1-4 a systematic programme on 
biomedical writing and editing for Asian medical graduates 
is still at a conceptual stage.5 

Tokyo Medical University is the leading university 
in the Asia Pacific region that provides personalized 
biomedical writing and publishing support to its faculty 
and staff through the Department of International Medical 
Communications.6 The department provides editing 
services through seminars/courses and its electronic 
editorial platform. These graduate courses are regularly 
updated to meet the growing needs of the University and to 
keep abreast with international standards.

Aside from that, the development of a biomedical 
writing and editing course in Wonju College of Medicine 
at Yonsei University in Korea was spurred by two factors. 
First, more than 20% of the Asian graduate students in 
the college are non-Koreans, who are highly motivated to 
write and publish papers in high-ranking journals, despite 
the lack of exposure to an English academic environment. 
Second, publication of papers in the Web of Science-indexed 
journals has become a requirement for PhD candidates. 
The writing and editing course was designed to maximize 
time and resources, to achieve mutual benefit and academic 
growth, and to develop a consistent and reproducible 
programme through interactive learning and online 
feedback. The design aimed to achieve close coordination of 
the course level and direction, considering the multicultural 
background and the need to focus on holistic writing and 
editing education with expected practical outcomes. 

The biomedical writing and editing graduate course, 
described herein, was launched in 2004 to address the 
needs of the Asian academic community. Its success over 

An adaptable model of a biomedical writing and editing course for medical 
graduates  

Soo-Ki Kim
Department of Microbiology and Institute of Lifestyle Medicine, Wonju College of Medicine, Yonsei University, Seoul, South 
Korea; kim6@yonsei.ac.kr
Edward F. Barroga
Department of International Medical Communications, Tokyo Medical University, Tokyo, Japan; eb@dimc-tmu.jp 

the past decade suggests that it may be tailored for other 
non-Anglophone regions. 

Course structure
The course covers a 16-week period which involves lectures, 
presentations, workshops, e-learning, and online feedback. 
The contents include autobiography composition and 
basic writing (eg correct use of words, phrases, clauses), 
and science writing. The latter includes title and abstract 
structuring, designing methodologies, formulating results 
and discussion, searching and formatting references, editing 
tables and graphical material, and composing rebuttal letters.

Course materials
We build up our educational resources using English 
articles and other items written or published by own faculty 
and staff. This is in line with current copyright regulations, 
and it allows long-term intramural usage of the materials. 
These and all other educational tools are annually revised 
following student feedback or faculty assessment.

We classified references as either static (well known 
and highly cited references) or dynamic (new and narrow 
specialized references). Our students are taught how to 
appraise these references in terms of language and content, 
either as an assigned reading or practical work during 
workshops or lectures.

Course contents

Core components
Lectures are the main educational tools, which are 
best delivered by interactive, bilingual and holistic 
communication. Lectures on biomedical writing and 
medical communication combine theoretical and practical 
issues, and exploit a workshop pattern. We take into 
account that our students have diverse academic and 
national backgrounds. The use of English by the students 
often reflects their native language structure.

Presentations are used to achieve a holistic educational 
approach. Through this activity, we assess our students’ 
skills for writing and delivering presentations. As a result 
of this activity, we developed undergraduate presentation-
centered learning, which proved effective in eliciting 
interaction between students with diverse academic and 
national backgrounds. 

Workshops, which are usually preceded by a theoretical 
lecture, are regularly held to upgrade writing skills. Short 
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individual presentations are encouraged during the 
workshops. Most presentation materials are taken from 
authors of our institution.

e-learning: We have developed a regularly updated 
e-learning system, which allows to optimize the course 
contents retrieval. This system effectively complements 
the lectures by providing access to the course materials, 
particularly for part-time students, absentees, and remote 
registrants. 

Online feedback: our system encourages the use of smart 
phones and e-mails. This enables rapid individualized 
feedback, as well as quick correction and guidance for an 
assigned work.

Evaluation 
Evaluation is an element of learning, which can be achieved 
through a holistic approach, replacing the traditional simple 
scoring method. We considered assignment performance 
and presentation activity as the most important parameters 
for individual evaluation. Final examination is also practised. 
It can be passed by publishing an article in a designated time, 
in addition to the regular assignment performance.

Perspectives
Although this biomedical writing and editing course 
works well in the Korean setting, there is still room for 
improvement. The language barrier due to the multicultural 
diversity of students needs to be addressed initially. The 
language issues can be solved by developing educational 
methods that address the differential syntax structure of 
non-English languages, advancing English speaking and 
writing skills, standardizing and making more flexible the 

courses for students from diverse biomedical backgrounds, 
training faculty on course efficiency and consistency, and 
paying more attention to ethical biomedical writing. 

Conclusion
Our biomedical writing and editing course can serve as a 
global model for medical graduates. It may be modified to 
meet specific needs of non-Anglophone countries. Faculty 
reinforcement is advantageous for the development of 
specialized course contents. Pursuing an online approach 
would enhance efficiency further and allow to enroll 
medical graduates from all over the world. 

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by a grant from the National 
Research Foundation of Korea funded by the Korean 
Government (NRF-2012K1A2B1A03000595).

References
1 Astaneh B. Professional medical writing and ethical issues: a developing 

country’s perspective. European Science Editing 2011;37(3):85.
2 Meneghini R, Packer AL. Is there science beyond English? EMBO 

reports 2007;8(2):113–116. doi: 10.1038/sj.embor.7400906
3 Suh C, Oh SJ, Hong S. Korean Association of Medical Journal Editors 

at the forefront of improving the quality and indexing chances of its 
member journals. European Science Editing 2012;38(4):95–96.

4 Liao R, Zhan X. Preparation for bilingual medical education. Medical 
Teacher 2013;35(12):1053. doi: 10.3109/0142159X.2013.799641

5 Yang ZQ, Xi JL. Bilingual medical education: opportunities 
and challenges. Medical Education 2009;43(7):613–614. doi: 
10.1111/j.1365-2923.2009.03384.x

6 Barroga EF, Turner RJ, Breugelmans R, Barron JP. An adaptable model 
of electronic editorial services for medical universities. European 
Science Editing 2012;38(2):32–34.

EASE/KCSE Travel bursaries for EASE Conference in Split, June 2014
 

EASE, in association with the Korean Council of Science Editors, is pleased to announce the provision of two 
bursaries for EASE members to attend the Conference in Split.  Each will comprise free registration and £200 

towards travel and accommodation. 
 

The bursaries are open to any paid up EASE member who had joined by 31st January 2014.  
Applicants should send a short cv or biography and up to 200 words explaining why they would be a worthy 

recipient of the award. 
 

Applications should be sent to secretary@ease.org.uk 
and will be judged by the EASE Split Programme 

Committee. 

Closing date 28th February 2014
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Abstract Publishing your papers in peer-reviewed journals 
is an essential step on the ladder to success. Scholarly papers 
reflect the quality and activity of your scientific work. 
Publishing activity contributes to an individual’s and his/
her institution’s growth. There should be universal practices 
or publication ethics to be followed to ensure that scientific 
integrity is maintained. This article highlights common 
moral issues in publication and provides suggestions on 
how to avoid scientific misconduct.

Keywords Scientific misconduct; publication ethics; 
periodicals as topic.

Introduction
In today’s world, to succeed in an academic environment, 
it is imperative to publish in peer-reviewed journals 
which follow standards of publishing ethics. Quality 
scientific publications are essential for career advances 
of an individual researcher as well as the entire scientific 
community. Researchers and their institutions are 
under immense pressure to publish and to survive in the 
fierce academic competition. Unfortunately, in the race 
for maximum publications, the most critical aspect of 
publishing, ethics, is often ignored. Also, the race negatively 
affects the quality of research and demoralizes those who 
commit misconduct.

The International Committee of Medical Journal 
Editors (ICMJE) publishes the Uniform Requirements for 
Manuscripts Submitted to Biomedical Journals  which is 
one of the best guiding tools for authors, reviewers and 
science editors.1 This document covers some issues in 
publication ethics and adds to our knowledge of what is 
moral and acceptable in science writing practice. Within 
this article we reflect on some of the issues related to 
morality in scholarly publications. 

Plagiarism
Plagiarism is the most common form of publication 
misconduct. The Office of Science and Technology Policy 
(USA) defined plagiarism in 1999 as “the appropriation of 
another person’s ideas, processes, results or words without 
giving appropriate credit, including those obtained through 
confidential review of others’ research proposals and 
manuscripts.”2

Plagiarism may take any of the following forms:
1. Complete word for word copying of someone’s work 

without permission from and acknowledgement to the 
original authors.

2. Substantial copying of the majority of text or data with 
minor changes in the text or style of writing.

3. Paraphrasing by substituting words in someone’s work 
without altering the idea or context of the text.

4. Recycling one’s own published text (self plagiarism 
or recycling fraud) which is “the re-use of significant, 
identical, or nearly identical portions of one’s own 
work without acknowledging that one is doing so or 
citing the original work”.3

If the authors re-use data or reproduce graphical material 
from previous publications without permission and 
proper acknowledgement, it is also viewed as plagiarism. 
Publication of similar data repeatedly or multiple 
publications of an article in different journals also qualifies 
as plagiarism.4 Peer reviewers and editors may steal ideas, 
methodology and textual material from manuscripts 
they review and edit, thus committing so-called editorial 
plagiarism, a gross misconduct which shatters trust in the 
whole system of science communication. With the wide use 
of online resources, ‘copy-paste’ or Internet plagiarism has 
emerged as a dominant form of scientific misconduct.

The best way to avoid plagiarism is to refrain from 
copying any material from others’ work. If someone’s work 
or statement is quoted, proper citation should be given. If 
exact words are copied, they should appear in quotation 
marks. Written permission to reproduce any material 
should be obtained from the previous publisher to avoid 
claims of (self)plagiarism. There are software programmes 
that identify copied text, and editors are advised to process 
manuscripts through such a programme before sending 
them for peer review. 

Inappropriate authorship
Authorship should be appropriately attributed to create 
a link between scientific credit and responsibility.  
Unfortunately, not all researchers realize that authoring 
a paper implies accountability for scientific content. The 
ICMJE initially provided three criteria of authorship.1 
These allowed one to distinguish authors who have made 
substantive contributions from those who merely deserve 
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an acknowledgement. To claim authorship all of the 
following criteria had to be fulfilled:
1. Substantial contributions to conception and design, 

acquisition of data, or analysis and interpretation of data;
2. Drafting the article or revising it critically for important 

intellectual content; and 
3. Final approval of the version to be published.

In 2013, a fourth criterion was added, which was to 
take responsibility for the integrity of the entire work. 
Nevertheless, issues of ‘gift’ and ‘ghost’ authorship remain 
unresolved and pose challenges for the traditional model of 
scientific authorship.

Honorary, or gratuitous, or guest authorship describes 
listing a person who made little or no contribution to 
the work as an author. This may be presented as a ‘gift’ to 
colleagues, friends, or relatives with expected reciprocal 
favours. For example, two or more investigators may agree 
to put each other’s names on their papers to provide ‘mutual 
support’. Another unethical form of claiming scientific 
credit is ‘coercive authorship’ when an individual’s name 
is listed as an author simply due to his/her seniority or 
administrative status. Kwok has termed this the “White 
Bull effect”5 where seniors intimidate their juniors or 
subordinates to be included as their co-authors. 

Ghost authorship is an opposite form of wrongdoing 
when a person (‘ghost writer’) who made significant changes 
to the paper is not listed as a co-author. One reason for this 
may be financial or non-financial conflicts of interest of the 
excluded contributor. It may also be in the form of engaging 
professional writers without naming them as authors. 
Although engaging a native English writer is not unethical, 
and particularly useful when the main author’s first language 
is not English, ethical norms should be observed and 
relevant disclosures made in the acknowledgements section. 
Commercial pharmaceutical and other organizations 
may hire ‘ghost authors’ for writing and editing reports 
on research sponsored by them.6 Moreover, companies 
with financial interests in drugs or technologies often hire 
professional writers to promote their products but accredit 
exclusive authorship in the sponsored papers to prominent 
experts to lend more weight to their product.

The responsibility of ensuring appropriate authorship 
lies with various individuals and organizations.7 Authorship 
disputes can be avoided by discussing contributors’ roles 
at the start of the research. Records of each person’s 
contribution should be saved in the process of research 
and writing to avoid conflicts at a later stage. Sharing 
responsibilities at the start allows a clear understanding 
of the co-authors’ contributions. Each research institution 
should have its own authorship policy. Those who provide 
financial support or help with acquisition of data, or assume 
a general supervisory position, should be acknowledged 
but not listed as co-authors. Any writing support also 
needs to be acknowledged. To promote awareness about 
these issues, science writing and editing courses should 
include publications ethics as an essential part of their 
curricula. Journal editors are entitled to ask the authors 
about their contributions and suggest omissions if instances 
of inappropriate authorship are uncovered. The authors 

themselves and their institutions cooperating with the 
editors may resolve most disputes.8

Multiple submissions
Duplicate submission of a paper to two or more journals 
is often done by unskilled authors to minimize publication 
time. However, this act is unethical as it wastes editors’ and 
reviewers’ precious time and efforts. Multiple publications 
of the same papers may also distort the evidence synthesis 
for future systematic reviews and meta-analyses. The 
acceptable option is to wait until a decision on a submission 
is made in one journal then submit the rejected manuscript 
to another journal. Simultaneous submissions may be 
considered ethical if editors of all target journals are 
informed at the submission of the manuscript and publish 
a statement which properly reflects the status of the related 
papers. This is justifiable when the authors wish to broaden 
the reach of their papers such as clinical practice guidelines 
or declarations of professional societies.    

Redundant and fragmented publications
Redundant publications contain little or no new 
information. The data and conclusions in these publications 
often overlap. For example, the BMJ considers more than 
10% recycled information as redundancy.9 The redundancy 
distorts the processing of information and may affect the 
quality of meta-analyses. Sometimes, long-term studies 
with multiple intervention arms require the obtained 
data  to be reported at more than one time point. It is the 
authors’ duty to clearly state the reason for the data overlap 
in consecutive publications. 

Fragmented or salami publication is when obtained data 
are dispersed in multiple papers instead of appearing in one 
solid publication. The aim of such misconduct is to boost 
someone’s publication record. The whole study is divided 
into articles which constitute the ‘least publishable unit’ 
(LPU) or ‘minimum publishable unit’ (MPU) and each unit 
contributes only slightly to the understanding of the study.10 
LPU is defined as the minimum amount of information 
that can generate a publication in a peer-reviewed journal.

Competing manuscripts
This usually occurs when opinions amongst a large group of 
contributors differ and several papers are published from the 
same study. Co-workers may have disagreements over the 
facts and records as well as the analysis and interpretation of 
their study results. As a result, reviewers’ and editors’ efforts 
can be wasted, and readers can be confused.

If disputes in analysis or interpretation of data arise, 
it is advisable to submit all versions of the manuscript 
simultaneously and provide a clear explanation in a 
covering letter. If opinions over the data reporting differ, 
the paper should only be sent for publication once all the 
disputes have been resolved by the authors.1

Non-disclosure of competing interests 
Competing interests, or conflicts of interest, may arise when 
there is a divergence between an individual’s or a research 
group’s professional obligations and private interests. This 
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can compromise the validity and integrity of research. There 
may be significant financial or personal interests which 
may affect the objectivity of research data and threaten 
the protection of human subjects. Research institutions 
can be negatively affected by competing interests and their 
inappropriate handling. 

Transparent disclosure of financial and other competing 
interests is the best approach to managing any related 
conflict. Any conflicting instance should be reported to peer 
reviewers and editors at manuscript submission. Reviewers 
and editors themselves are also obliged to disclose any 
financial and personal reasons which may adversely affect 
the peer review process. For example, conflict may arise 
when author and reviewer are close friends or colleagues 
with competing interests in the subject of the processed 
manuscript. Obviously, both the author and the reviewer 
must disclose such a conflict to the journal editor, who will 
invite unrelated experts to evaluate the manuscript.

Fabrication and falsification of data
Data fabrication, falsification and image manipulation are 
serious forms of scientific misconduct. Fabrication implies 
that there is no research done and the reported data are 
entirely or partially made up. Falsification means that the 
author has modified results or observations to suit his/her 
objectives. Both fabrication and falsification damage the 
reputation of individuals and their institutions.

Conclusion
In an ideal world, one of Leonardo da Vinci’s favourite 
mottos “Ostinato Rigore”, which means constant rigour, 
should be the motto for every science editor. Rigour in 
the context of editorial work is strict adherence to the 
truth.11 We do not live in an ideal world, and encounter 
moral dilemmas each day. Ethics in publications is a rather 
complex subject. Fundamentally, ethical standards are 
needed to ensure that scientific publications are trustworthy. 
This trust is based on good decision-making and strong 
editorial processes. However, good publication practices do 
not develop by chance and will become established only if 
they are promoted by the scientific community.12
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Correspondence section on page 26.

Science Editors’ Handbook – Korean edition
The ongoing collaboration between EASE and the Korean 

Council of Science Editors has continued with local production 
of the Science Editors’ Handbook in Seoul for distribution to 500 
Korean editors.  This is a very exciting development that greatly 
extends the reach of the handbook.  Any group that would be 

interested either in printing the handbook locally to reduce 
distribution costs or in translating some or all of it should 

contact the Secretary (secretary@ease.org.uk).
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Is science a theatrical business? Many would say that 
experimentation is down to earth, most investigations being 
routine and rather mundane. Drama in science does surface in 
the excitement that surrounds momentous occasions, such as 
the discovery of the double helical structure of DNA or proof 
that the Higg’s boson exists. By contrast, some heightened 
emotion might arise when an unexpected result is found that 
questions a well-established hypothesis, or light dawns on a 
new hypothesis never previously considered. While scientific 
life might be seen as quite unemotional, there is nevertheless 
excitement in the creative action of research, as workers 
test their cherished hypotheses. This is only human, and it 
frequently spills over into their papers. However, this practice 
has been discouraged for many decades. The question is 
whether we should discourage it today or let authors have 
greater liberty to express themselves in a more emotive way. 
Otherwise we will find:

“there is nothing more tedious to read as a scientific 
paper”- Francis Crick

It is clear that some air of excitement (drama) is present 
in current communications. Perhaps even some humour 
might be tolerated, but as yet there is little evidence of it, 
except perhaps by subtle innuendo. In previous essays, I 
have ranted on about conventional primary research articles 
being frankly boring. An increasing use of more theatrical 
words and expressions can lighten the tedium somewhat. 
Some are here to stay, having become standard vocabulary.

Let me reveal a few of my favourite examples – well, I 
have just done so! I am going to reveal to you, not just give 
or show you a few examples. To reveal is more than just to 
show; it is to uncover something “before your very eyes” in a 
dramatic way, eg Poirot might say “I am now going to reveal 
who is the true murderer!” Everything in science today, 
however, is being “revealed”. In previous articles I have dwelt 
a lot on choosing exactly the right word for the context, and 
English is rich indeed in these choices. Depending on the 
context, the word revealed can be correct, but another word 
is needed in other contexts. The less emotive words that can 
be used are much simpler in most research papers - to show, 
tell, indicate or find - each of which has its rightful place as 
the context demands. 

But this is the tip of the iceberg. In yesteryear the parlance 
would be that we experimented on a rat, but today it has 
become “we performed an experiment on a rat”, as though the 
researcher mounted a stage in front of an audience to carry 
out this “act”. The same goes for “sacrificed”, as discussed in 
a previous essay, and this certainly has a very emotive ring 
to it (where’s the altar?). I have yet to read that animals were 
executed, but it could come into use! This theatricality goes 
much further. “Factor 8 plays a significant role in…” is pure 

Drama in research papers
Denys Wheatley
Editor in Chief, Cell Biology International; Cell Biology International Reports;  Cancer Cell International; Oncology News; 
Chairman and Director, BioMedES; Leggat, Keithhall, Inverurie, Aberdeen AB51 0LX, UK; 3232dnwd@gmail.com

theatre.  This expression means “functions, is involved in, or 
acts” in some process. 

Take a look at emotive words now commonplace 
in today’s literature: Unexpectedly, we revealed that…
Surprisingly, this did not happen…Interestingly, the 
evidence was… Astonishingly, we did not observe…The 
effect was remarkably elevated… Importantly, we noted…
This procedure was shown to dramatically increase the 
level of… The images were captured with an Olympus S2 
camera…At confluence, the cells were harvested with…The 
mice were subjected to an intravenous injection of…It will be 
enormously important to examine…Excitedly, simultaneous 
inhibition with… This treatment caused a drastic decrease 
in… Our results display new and exciting evidence of…  
…To further testify the specificity of the remarkable effect of… 
Therefore we were very keen to ameliorate our knowledge… 
SNP insults induced H9c2 cell death as a dose-dependent 
manner… Caspase-3 is one of the key executioners of 
apoptosis… and so on (these are actual examples).

A frequent and annoying phrase in a primary research 
article is “We have revealed for the first time…” While this 
may be true, it conjures up a moment of real drama, the 
authors hailing themselves as true pioneers by making prior 
claim, when the whole purpose of a primary research paper 
is to communicate new findings. 

Let me return to phrases mentioned earlier that abound 
in the literature, eg the word perform. I have no quibble 
with it when it is used in the appropriate context, but 
surely it is not suitable when used in almost all scientific 
papers. To perform connotes a quite strong element of 
exhibitionism, and is a function carried out by a person. 
To say that estrogen performs better than progesterone in 
eliciting a response from the ovary transfers the action from 
the investigator to the hormone when the word is would 
be shorter and perfectly adequate. You will also have seen 
this with the word exhibited, used far too liberally in almost 
every paper, as in eg “this cell type exhibited an unusual 
phenotype...”. The simpler word “had” is preferable. 

In conclusion, two issues arise. First, the examples I have 
given are words that are far too limited in their connotations 
to be used so frequently and almost exclusively, often 
inappropriately, and are lacking in precision - so necessary in 
science, no less in its communication than in its execution. 
And second, most of them have become so hackneyed and 
commonplace (ie jargon) that they have lost their force. The 
question is, do we editors leave these elements of drama 
in papers or should we weed them out and use simpler 
English words (back to good old Anglo-Saxon)?  Whatever 
transpires, we ought to stop the repeated use of some of 
these words within the same article while also considering 
sensible and more appropriate alternatives.
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author until the article is ready for editing. 
The expanded role of the author’s editor is not welcome 

everywhere. Valerie Matarese pointed out that her book 
Supporting Research Writing: Roles and Challenges in 
Multilingual Settings was not accepted as a sample copy by 
several academic publishers.  Some editors from southern 
Europe warned that the support of an editor is unacceptable 
for doctoral theses in some countries. However, many 
authors do need editing assistance. Researchers from non-
mainstream-science countries must learn the mainstream 
publishing guidelines and ask skilled professionals for 
editorial support. In this regard, Karen Shashok presented 
a successful example of the AuthorAID project, which 
allowed the quality and quantity of publications to be raised 
in Iran and other countries on the academic periphery.

The conference not only delved into current issues in the 
world of academic editing, but also brilliantly uncovered 
translation issues. For a review of the meeting from the 
point of view of a Finnish translator who accompanied 
me to Spain this year, see http://www.capecontext.com/
gate-opens-new-grounds.

Because our goal in Finland is to bring the skills and 
knowledge from the Mediterranean Editors and Translators 
Meeting 2013 to our community of editors and translators, 
we have already taught our first seminar on 11 November 
2013 in Helsinki. We plan to end our isolation and share our 
practices as we imitate the MET community here in the north.

Julie Uusinarkaus
Language Services, The Language Centre, 

University of Helsinki, Helsinki, Finland
julie.uusinarkaus@helsinki.fi

Reports of meetings

The Mediterranean Editors and Translators Meeting 
(METM) covers current issues in editing and translation 
that extend far beyond the borders of the Mediterranean 
region. Representatives from countries as far away as 
Australia attend yearly, and the meeting has attracted 
our attention from Finland, since the Finnish editors 
and translators attending over the past three years hope 
to imitate the support and training of the Mediterranean 
Editors and Translators organization here in the north.

If you cannot attend a MET Meeting, the excellent 
book Supporting Research Writing: Roles and Challenges in 
Multilingual Settings edited by Valerie Matarese uncovers 
and discusses these issues, such as the question of the editor 
as teacher and defining the role of the author’s editor. This 
book, which has its roots in MET and features frequent 
presenters at MET Meetings, is an indispensable reference 
for defining the challenges and roles of those who work in 
the academic setting and a reflection of the insights gained 
at these conferences. 

Two themes that caught my attention during this year’s 
conference were professionalization and the expansion 
of the role of the author’s editor. In Finland, editors have 
seen a decrease in the financial investments directed to the 
language support of non-native writers of research over 
the past few years. We have felt isolated from each other 
and have done our work unaware of the practices of other 
editors. No local community or organization has helped us 
to gather and unite our efforts. However, remaining passive 
in the ever-changing academic and publishing environment 
is not an option.

Some presenters reflected on how the author’s editor 
may improve his or her skills to meet the current challenges 
of science publishing. Others analysed trends in publishing 
worldwide to trace the future path of editorial work. All 
discussions over the presented ideas culminated in the 
final session that I attended: Roles of the authors’ editor in 
an increasingly competitive knowledge industry. Valerie 
Matarese specifically addressed the low profile of author’s 
editing.  Maria-LluïsaGea-Valor reported on research 
about what researchers need from an authors’ editor, while 
Margaret Cargill explained how an author’s editor can train 
researchers to write so that they will be published.

Author’s editors are no longer passive specialists who 
check their clients’ grammar. They are now more actively 
engaged in helping their clients to publish papers. The editor, 
in tandem with the author, readies a text for the guidelines 
of a target publication and may even help in choosing the 
right journal for the research. Mary Ellen Kerans presented 
in detail the screening process that allowed her to judge 
whether her clients’ choice of target journals is appropriate 
and if the article is developed enough to meet the standards 
of publication. If not, she continues giving feedback to the 

Mediterranean Editors and Translators Meeting 2013

Tarragona, Spain, 24 - 26 October 2013
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The international conference on scientometrics was held at 
the headquarters of the Russian Academy of Sciences (RAS) 
in Moscow. It was organized and hosted by the Institute 
for the Study of Science (ISS) of RAS in partnership with 
Thomson Reuters (TR). Among more than 120 participants 
were experts in information science and scientometrics 
from various regions of Russia and 34 scholars from the 
United Kingdom, Germany, France, the Netherlands, 
Switzerland, China, Ukraine, and Estonia. 

The conference acknowledged the outstanding 
contributions of Prof Vasily Nalimov, who coined the 
term scientometrics in his famous book “Naukometriya” 
(Scientometrics) back in 1968.

At the opening ceremony, Professor Levan Mindeli, 
Director of the ISS, welcomed participants and reflected on 
the Government’s science policy. He particularly noted that “it 
is symbolic that our conference is being held at the time when 
the use of scientometric indicators to evaluate the efficiency 
of scientists and research organizations can radically change 
the structure of the Russian science community. The forum 
for professionals in this field is assembled in a difficult period 
of reforms, and it is a contribution to the preservation of 
science in our country”. It should be noted that the Russian 
Parliament recently initiated reforms in the field of science, 
which include the merging of the Russian Academy of 
Medical Sciences (RAMS) and the Russian Academy of 
Agriculture Sciences (RAAS) with the RAS. A new agency 
was organized to take responsibility for the property, regulate 
financial allocations, and manage research activities in the 
Academies by the end of December 2013. 

The opening plenary presentation by Dr Valentina 
Markusova and Prof Levan Mindeli focused on 
comprehensive bibliometric analysis of the RAS and Higher 
Education Institutions. It also overviewed the Government’s 
science policy. Managing director of the TR’s Russian branch 
Alexei Novikov informed the audience about the TR’s 
products and introduced a new analytical tool InCites. 

Prof Hildrun Kretschmer, the co-ordinator of the 
Collaboration in Science and Technology (COLLNET, 
Germany) dedicated her plenary talk to this international 
interdisciplinary organization which was founded in Berlin in 
2000. The goal of the COLLNET is to facilitate collaboration 
in scientometrics, infometrics, and webometrics. Prof 
Kretschmer referred to the outstanding research by an 
American philosopher and historian of science, the late 
Prof Direk De Solla Price, Prof Donald Beaver (Williams 
College in Massachusetts, USA) and others who pioneered in 
scientometric research.

Dr Vladimir Mayer from the Institute of Political 
Sciences (CNRS, France) delivered an elegant presentation 
on the research landscape in France. He particularly 
described bibliometric indicators for research evaluation in 
the context of the recent reforms in science and technology. 

Dr Ed Noyons, deputy director of the well-known Centre 
for Science and Technology Studies (CWTS, Netherlands), 

introduced a database developed by Leiden University and 
licensed by TR (http://www.leidenranking.com). It performs 
a wide range of scientometric analyses. Dr. Noyons listed the 
main functions and limitations of bibliometric indicators 
and emphasized the need for a standardized approach to 
these indicators. The presentation was packed with graphical 
material which included a visualization of the international 
research partnership of the Moscow State University.

Another major presentation was by Prof Liming Liang 
(Institute for Science, Technology and Society, Henan 
Normal University, China) and Zhen Zhong (China School 
of Management, Henan University of Technology, China). 
These scholars analysed errors in referencing the literature 
and the unacceptable practice of copying reference lists. They 
presented an example of a highly influential article which has 
been cited 224,397 times since 1970, with 8.5% of the citations 
containing mistakes (Laemmli UK. Cleavage of structural 
proteins during the assembly of the head of bacteriophage 
T4. Nature 1970; 227(5259):680-5.). Concluding remarks 
stressed the shared responsibility of the authors and science 
editors in appropriate referencing.

The conference was full of brilliant lectures and 
memorable educational and social events. Notably, Drs 
Sergey Paramovov and Pavel Kasyanov (Thomson Reuters, 
Russia) arranged two courses on scientometrics of great 
interest to most participants. The farewell reception was 
hosted by the ISS. It allowed strengthening of ties between 
collaborators and forging of new friendships. The next day’s 
tour to the Kremlin turned into a very special event for all 
participants, who were impressed at the depth of the cultural 
and historical heritage of Russia.

Valentina Markusova
All Russian Institute for Scientific and Technical Information 

(VINITI), Russian Academy of Sciences, 
Moscow, Russian Federation;

Markusova@viniti.ru

Levan Mindeli
Institute for the Study of Science,

Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow, Russian Federation;
L.Mindeli@issras.ru

Conference participants at the farewell reception                    
(V. Markusova is the second from left)

Scientometrics: status and prospects for development

Moscow, 10-12 October 2013
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could take advantage of the suggestions to detect plagiarism.
A frequently underestimated part of submitting an 

article is the cover letter: this is very important as it is the 
first presentation of the work and of the author him/herself. 
Some journals specify their requirements in the instructions 
for authors, but even if not specifically indicated, it is always 
wise to highlight the innovative elements of the findings and 
to explain why the article is thought to be suitable for that 
journal and as a particular publication type. The cover letter 
should end with a sentence stating that the authors have 
followed the ethical standards for publication (ie, the article 
wasn’t submitted to other journals or published elsewhere 
and all the authors agree with the submission).

Finally, a page on peer reviewing explains the aims of this 
procedure, that is too often seen as intimidating by authors: 
on the contrary, it should be seen as an opportunity to 
enhance the scientific quality of their article; besides, authors 
should be aware that they always retain the possibility to 
appeal, explaining why they disagree with some points 
highlighted by the referees. Of course, peer review is an 
essential tool for editors, not only because it’s a great help 
in selecting adequate manuscripts, but also because referees 
can sometimes give valuable advice on topics that can be 
reported upon with success in the journal. 

A possible rejection of the manuscript could come from 
the editors, and a useful list of the reasons for editorial 
rejection is presented in this section of the website.

This section is not only useful for authors, who are given 
advice for every step of publishing an article, but also for 
editors, both indirectly, through the improvement of the 
quality of articles received from authors, and directly, thanks 
to the tricks and the useful tools suggested and provided. 

Laura Fascio Pecetto
SEEd Medical Publishers, Torino, Italy

laura.fasciopecetto@gmail.com

The BioMed Central website has been 
recently described in this journal by 
Stefan Busch and Sandra Lê (November 
2012 issue). An interesting section, which 
deserves a more detailed explanation, 
is ‘BioMed Central author academy’. 
Although focused on BioMed Central 
journals, even editors of other journals 
could take advantage of this section the 
better to prepare authors for publication 
or simply to give them advice to improve 
their scientific English language and the 
structure of the article itself. 

It is well known that good English 
increases the probability of an article’s 
being accepted, understood, discussed, and 
trusted: dedicated to this topic is the ‘Overcoming language 
barriers’ section, which gives several suggestions to make the 
language as simple, clear, and concise as possible, together 
with some grammar rules and common mistakes in scientific 
articles.

A list of the main topics of the website is present in the 
left sidebar. The ‘Choose a target journal’ section provides 
a really interesting tool. Copying and pasting the abstract 
of an article to be submitted, or just a brief description of 
the article, makes a button return a short list of the most 
suitable journals for the article submission among 350 open 
access journals published by BioMed Central, Chemistry 
Central, and SpringerOpen (several with an impact factor, 
see the complete list at http://www.biomedcentral.com/
about/faq/impactfactor).

Every section of an original article, following the IMRaD 
structure, is analysed in detail, completed by several examples 
and further enriched by tips and suggestions.

For example, ‘Structuring your manuscript’ and ‘Writing 
titles and abstract’ provide some useful suggestions about 
the best way to organise and write a research article. This 
advice can be used by editors as a check list to evaluate 
the credibility of an article submitted to their journal: for 
example, is the title as descriptive as possible? Does the 
structure of the article give a logical flow to the content? 

Two additional pages help in planning a good study 
design, and writing the parts of the article in a logical order 
(different from the reading order).

Furthermore, a useful page on ethical standards lists the 
behaviours authors should avoid: sometimes even skilled 
scientists may not know, for example, that reproducing entire 
pieces of an article already published by themselves with 
another publishing house is not allowed. Similarly, they may 
submit an article to several journals, possibly not knowing 
that this is unethical, as well as being a waste of time both for 
editors and referees. This page is useful also for editors, who 

This Site I Like

BioMed Central author academy

http://www.biomedcentral.com/authors/authoracademy
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The first thing that strikes you 
about this book is the extremely 
comprehensive way in which 
it treats its subject. It includes 
information relevant to journal 
publishers of all kinds and covers 
all possible back office functions 
in any publishers’ office. The 
next thing you notice is how up 
to date the book is – e-journals, 
online publications and open 
access are all there and are fully 
integrated throughout the book, 
not merely tacked on as an afterthought.

Even the first chapter, an introduction to the purpose 
and development of journals from the earliest days, brings 
the reader bang up to date with electronic publication and 
moves on to open access through discussing ways of buying 
and selling journals. The chapter on production includes 
information on digital printing and print on demand, as well 
as a whole separate section on online journals that includes 
a particularly useful table comparing how a journal issue is 
built up in the traditional printed journal and in the online 
version. The other eleven chapters cover all aspects of 
journal publication from managing and editing the journal 

to copyright and ethical issues. There are three appendices 
– a glossary, a directory of resources and a directory of 
vendors (subscription agents, systems suppliers and so on).

Both commercial journal publishers and people involved 
with free, open access publications will find much of interest 
and value in many of these chapters. For example, the 
section dealing with marketing and sales includes mention 
of the work of INASP and the public-private collaboration 
that has resulted in United Nations programmes such as 
HINARI, AGORA and OARE. On the other hand, there 
is a very detailed section on business models and financial 
matters that should be required reading for any newcomer 
to commercial publishing.

This is the kind of book that anyone involved with 
journals should have on their bookshelves to delve into for 
the answers to the many questions that arise in day-to-day 
work. It is a really practical ‘how to’ guide, with samples and 
checklists to help you on your way – a tool kit for today and 
tomorrow’s journal publisher.

Peter Thorpe
Independent consultant in information and 

communications management
vjandp@btinternet.com

Book review
The Handbook of Journal Publishing
Sally Morris, Ed Barnas, Douglas LaFrenier and Margaret Reich. Cambridge University Press, 2013. 467pp. £19.99
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Karen’s response to Anna’s question about what journal 
editors should do in response to the article was “make your 
policies transparent to readers and authors. For non-peer-
reviewed content, provide information about the author’s 
affiliation and relationship with the journal, and contact 
details.”

Eric Lichtouse reported that there had been a 
considerable reaction to the article in France. He wondered 
if scientists really understand what ‘Open Access’ is.  It 
seemed to him that most like OA because they think it 
artificially increases their citations. Many scientists from 
poor countries asked when submitting to his journal if they 
would have to pay, and he wondered whether open access 
is fair to authors or if it made only ‘rich’ science accessible 
to the world. He also queried whether open access selected 
articles based on ‘science quality and money’ rather than 
on ‘science quality’ alone, as the ‘reader pays’ model does. 
Ultimately, like Karen, he saw the effect of the article that all 
of society is now interested in editors as positive.

Anna felt that Eric had expressed some misconceptions 
about OA. She agreed with him that many scientists do not 
understand OA but did not know what he had meant by 
them thinking their citations were ‘artificially’ increase by 
it. She referred to an overview of studies on this topic in 
which Alma Swan had found 27 studies that supported the 
hypothesis that OA articles gain more citations against 4 
studies that did not (http://eprints.soton.ac.uk/268516/).  
Eric had questioned whether cases of higher citations 
could be explained by the fact that OA articles are mainly 
published by rich nations, which have better research 
means. Anna asked if there was any evidence that open 
access articles are mainly published by rich nations. She 
suspected, given the waivers, that this was not the case.

Anna said Eric’s statement that OA only makes rich 
science accessible to the world was also a misconception 
because all the big open access publishers give waivers or 
discounts on the article publishing charge if the authors 
cannot pay, and they waive the fee for authors from a list 
of low income countries. As examples, she gave PLOS 
(http://www.plos.org/publish/pricing-policy/publication-
fees/), BioMed Central (http://www.biomedcentral.com/
about/apcfaq) and Frontiers (http://www.frontiersin.org/
about/PublishingFees), concluding that scientists with little 
funding have many possibilities for publishing their work 
without payment.  

With regard to Eric’s comment as to whether in open 
access open access articles were selected based both on 
‘science quality and money’, Anna pointed out that all the 
reputably open access publishers, e.g. PLOS, have processes 
to prevent one’s ability to pay from influencing the decision 
on whether to publish. 

Anna thought the most useful outcome of Bohannon’s 
article was that the reputable open access journals rejected 
the fake paper and PLOS One had noted its ethical problems. 
It was no surprise that journals which were already known 
to be unreputable had behaved badly. The large publishers 

EASE-Forum Digest: September to December 2013
You can join the forum by sending the one-line 
message “subscribe ease-forum” (without the quotation 
marks) to majordomo@helsinki.fi. Send in plain text, 
not HTML. Details at www.ease.org.uk/node/589. 

Science’s article on lack of scrutiny at open access 
journals
John Bohannon’s article “Whose afraid of peer review?” 
published in Science caused quite a stir. Karen Shashok 
posted the URL on the EASE forum (http://www.
sciencemag.org/site/special/scicomm/index.xhtml) 
together with a list of sites where reactions to the article 
had been posted (see below). She said the article had been 
praised and criticized for focusing more on open access 
(OA) than on the quality of peer review. Anna Sharman 
elaborated saying that Bohannon had been criticized for 
testing a non-representative sample of OA journals without 
a subscription journal control group and extrapolating his 
conclusion to all OA journals. According to the Retraction 
Watch report (http://retractionwatch.wordpress.
com/2013/10/03/science-reporter-spoofs-hundreds-of-
journals-with-a-fake-paper/), he did not have a control 
group because peer review would have been too slow in 
subscription journals—something which she thought said 
something about the relative speeds of peer review between 
the two journal types. Her feelings were that Bohannon and 
Science had been unethical in publishing the article without 
having it peer reviewed. Even though the article was 
published as an opinion piece, she felt that concerns about 
the lack of a control group and peer review were justified. 
She also pointed to the comment (number 64157) on the 
Retraction Watch site that Bohannon had acted unethically 
in using a false identity, lying to many journals, failing to 
declare his clear conflict of interest as being paid by Science 
and that he had wasted a lot of people’s time. 

Karen felt that despite the problems with the article the 
wave of reactions, effectively constituting post-publication 
peer review, were an excellent thing. As to whether Science 
was right to publish the article as a journalistic piece, given 
the tendency of most people to assume that anything 
in a peer-reviewed journal has been peer reviewed, she 
considered most readers could distinguish which papers in 
the journal were peer reviewed. The article had a ‘special 
section’ heading and unlike a research article no affiliation 
or contact details were given for the author whose name 
appeared at the end rather than at the beginning where 
it is in research articles. Nevertheless, in view of the 
journal’s prestige and for readers less familiar with these 
differentiating details, Science could have made it clearer 
that the article was an opinion piece. Karen had been 
unable to find any editorial policies for non-peer-reviewed 
sections on the Science website. Readers were likely 
therefore to believe that the general information about 
‘high standards of peer review and editorial quality’ stated 
on the site applied to all the articles it published.
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representing about 80 percent of OA journals by volume 
of publication all rejected the fake paper (http://chronicle.
com/blogs/percolator/critics-say-sting-on-open-access-
journals-misses-larger-point/33559).

Pippa Smart believed both Eric and Anna had made some 
good points; however, as OA is a ‘business model’, authors 
could not be expected to understand it. Furthermore, the 
Science ‘scam’ did not prove that OA publishers were any 
worse than regular ones. She gave two possible models for 
a journal in the business of providing a service for which 
someone will pay: 

1. subscription journals—information provided for 
sale (‘pay us and get information’)

2. OA journals—publication provided for sale (‘pay us 
and get published’)

With the first, researchers looking to read something 
that has been quality-assured, and with the second, authors 
looking to publish face discrimination.  Accordingly, neither 
system is entirely ‘Open Access’. Even the journals listed in 
the Directory of Open Access Journals that do not charge 
authors do cost money to run. Somebody, somewhere has 
to pay, which might mean that only ‘rich’ institutions in 
the future will have journals or only ‘rich’ countries where 
authors, institutions or funders can pay. 

Sylwia Ufnalska added a third model used in Poland: 
subscription OA journals where readers pay for printed 
copies but a digital version is available free of charge on-line. 
She noted that scientific journals do not usually make a 
profit in Poland and are subsidized by universities, learned 
societies or by grants from the state or other organizations.

Mercè Piqueras added a fourth model used by the official 
journal of the Spanish Society for Microbiology: a printed 
version to subscribers and also to the SEM members, and 
page charges (albeit low ones) to authors which are waived 
if authors cannot afford to pay them. 

A side issue to the discussion was HPS Kalra’s complaint 
that Karen had written ‘science communication’ in the 
subject line of her original post, whereas Science’s special 
issue was on ‘communication in science’. He thought this 
was misleading. Elisabeth Heseltine wondered if the use 
of ‘science communication’ for ‘communication in science’ 
might be an example of ‘noun stacking’, which can result 
in phrases that are difficult for non-native English speakers 
to understand. She explained this with another example,  
‘research result dissemination improvement methodology’, 
which has to be read backwards with the addition of two 
small prepositions as ‘methods for improving dissemination 
of research results’  to be understood.

For more discussion on Bohannon’s article see: 
ht tp : / / s chol ar ly k itchen . sspnet .org/2013/10/04/
open-access-sting-reveals-deception-missed-opportunities/ 
http://www.michaeleisen.org/blog/?p=1439
http://svpow.com/2013/10/03/john-bohannons-peer-
review-sting-against-science/ (The links listed under the 
heading ‘Rolling updates’ provide more perspectives.) 
http://oaspa.org/response-to-the-recent-article-in-science/ 
http://www.doaj.org/doaj?func=news&nId=315&uiLanguag
e=en

http://neurodojo.blogspot.co.uk/2013/10/open-access-or-
vanity-press-science.html

Later Karen Shashok posted “Mind the gap: 2013 Wiley 
survey reveals generational differences in authors’ open access 
views and experience”
ht t p : / / e x c h a n g e s . w i l e y. c o m / b l o g / 2 0 1 3 / 1 0 / 0 8 /
mind-the-gap-2013-wiley-open-access-survey/

To be or not to be in the reference list or the term for 
a data storage device
Aleksandra Golebiowska wanted to know the term used in 
references to describe proceedings stored on what in Poland 
is called a ‘pendrive’. No term is listed by the National Library 
of Medicine’s Citing Medicine (http://www.nlm.nih.gov/
pubs/formats/recommendedformats.html). The problem 
became evident in the subsequent discussion in which a 
number of terms were used for such devices: memory stick, 
USB stick/flash drive, thumb drive, data stick, key drive.

Angela Turner and David FitzSimons pointed out that to 
be cited in a reference list the material had to be accessible 
to the reader, otherwise it should be referred to in the 
text as a ‘personal communication’. Angela thought the 
proceedings would have at least to be available on a website 
for inclusion in the reference list. Karen Shashok and Mary 
Ellen Kerans considered availability on the net should not 
be a criterion for availability, with Karen noting that authors 
implicitly commit to providing a copy of anything they cite 
to any reader who requests a copy. Whether something 
appeared as a personal communication or in the reference 
list depended, in Mary Ellen Keran’s view, on the existence 
of ‘front matter’, ie information corresponding to that found 
in a book (city, date, editors, etc.). If such ‘front matter’ were 
not provided, she thought there would not be ‘publication’ 
but just an exchange of typescripts among participants at 
a conference, which would be a personal communication.

Aleksandra explained that CDs and pendrives can often 
be purchased from publishers and were therefore available 
and that the Citing Medicine, American Psychological 
Association (APA) and others allow CDs to be included in 
the reference list. She reiterated that her problem was that 
she did not know the generally accepted term for a pendrive. 
She subsequently contacted the Editorial Supervisor of 
APA Journals who informed her that it is not necessary to 
provide a format description for every reference (http://
blog.apastyle.org/apastyle/2010/02/the-generic-reference-
using-brackets.html) and the storage container is usually 
irrelevant (eg, online documents are stored on a hard drive; 
books may be either hardback or paperback)—and as the 
final answer to Aleksandra’s question—he considered the 
appropriate generic term for a pendrive publishing format 
would be ‘USB flash drive’. 

Elise Langdon-Neuner (compiler)
a.a.neuner@gmail.com

Discussion initiators
Karan Shashok: kshashok@kshashok.com
Aleksandra Golebiowska: algol@ciop.pl 
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After I got a bachelor’s degree in Spanish in the USA in 1976, 
I worked in a hospital medical records department and 
occasionally substituted for the hospital’s regular Spanish–
English interpreter before I moved to Spain in 1977. In the 
early 1980s I became a translator and author’s editor for 
researchers because I’ve always loved science and because 
there was a need for good academic research writing and 
publishing skills in Granada, where I settled. I’ve also worked 
as a translator, translation reviser and copyeditor for several 
publishing houses, and as a peer reviewer for several journals. 
In addition I’ve written about translation, author’s editing, peer 
review and editorial ethics – often in European Science Editing 
– and have provided training for researchers and editors in 
Spain, Latin America and the Eastern Mediterranean region.

When I learned about the inequities in research publication 
I realized that factors unrelated to science can affect reviewers’ 
and editors’ evaluations of manuscripts from developing 
countries and emerging research centers. As a participant in 
professional development organizations for journal editors 
such as the European Association of Science Editors (EASE), 
the World Association of Medical Editors (WAME) and the 
Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) I’ve tried to make 
Western, English-speaking experts in research publication 
and ethics more aware of the perspectives of researchers and 
editors from resource-limited research communities where 
English is not the main language.

I’m grateful for the opportunity to publicly thank many 
colleagues who were inspiring sources of knowledge and 
guidance. Among science editing’s pioneers when I started 
out were Ed Huth, Mariam Balaban and Maeve O’Connor. 
Despite their status and authority, they were not only tolerant 
of my relatively youthful yammerings but unfailingly helpful 
and encouraging. In particular, without Maeve’s support I 
would not have had the confidence to contribute to the 
EASE conferences or to European Science Editing.

Many colleagues were already authorities on working with 
authors when I started out. Outstanding among those I have 
learned from are Martha M Tacker (whose classic 1980 article 
about author’s editing remains relevant today: Tacker MM. 
1980. Author’s editors: catalysts of scientific publishing. CBE 
Views 3(1): 3-11), Joy Burrough-Boensich, Sheila McNab, 
Barbara Gastel, Ruth de Wijs Christensen, Carol Norris, 
Rita Lazar, Eduard Schönbaum, Marie-Louise Desbarats-
Schönbaum, Elizabeth Heseltine and Kathleen Lyle.

Researchers sometimes receive irrelevant or unhelpful 
feedback from reviewers and editors, and often consider this 
as evidence of a negative bias. From Richard Smith, Richard 
Horton, Stephen Lock, George Lundberg, Andrew Herxheimer, 
Bruce Squires, Iain Chalmers, Michael Callaham and Steven 
Shafer I learned that some gatekeepers (the type I wish there 
were more of) refuse to let their editorial power and authority 
blind them to the challenges faced by scientists who work 
outside the main, English-speaking centers of research prestige.

From Liz Wager and Tom Jefferson I learned the importance 
of raising tough issues that many of those to whom they should 
matter prefer to ignore.

Under the rigorous yet always generous and respectful 
guidance of María Luisa Clark, an editor at the Bulletin of 
the World Health Organization, I acquired technical editing 
skills that I had feared were beyond my ken.

From Mary Ellen Kerans, Theresa Lillis and Mary Jane 
Curry I learned about academic research in languages and 
written communication that is directly relevant to the work 
of translators and authors’ editors.

Phyllis Freeman and Anthony Robbins are the 
originators of the AuthorAID concept, and Ana Marusic 
has long been a champion of author-helpful editorial 
policies. Admiration for their dedication to leveling the 
playing field for authors from resource-limited settings was 
a major factor in my decision to begin the AuthorAID in 
the Eastern Mediterranean (AAEM) project.

Thanks to colleagues in Iran and elsewhere, AAEM 
has helped researchers and editors at a number of centers 
throughout the Eastern Mediterranean region. This progress 
would not be possible without Dr Farhad Handjani’s tireless 
organizational efforts and support. From members of the 
Eastern Mediterranean Association of Medical Editors 
(EMAME) I have learned about the wealth of editorial 
expertise in the region – talent that deserves wider recognition 
and support to enable editors to share their knowledge with 
colleagues in other emerging research centers.

The evidence base for effective methods of translation, 
editing and peer review is still small. These jobs require 
communication skills and an understanding of what makes 
texts fit for purpose for different readers; basic language 
competencies and discipline-related subject expertise are not 
enough. Yet designing research to identify helpful methods of 
editing and peer review remains a challenge. Journal editors 
and publishers tend to rely on practices accepted empirically 
by their peer community as operational, while often ignoring 
potentially useful knowledge reported by translators and 
authors’ editors, and disregarding insights from academic 
research in the language and communications disciplines.

Is clearer communication through better translation, 
writing, peer review and editing associated with greater 
impact in terms of gains in knowledge and human welfare? 
This hypothesis is worth testing. Meanwhile the commercial 
academic publishing juggernaut rolls on, powered more 
by profits than by the needs of researchers and the general 
public. In my view, the results of publicly-funded research 
should not be a commodity to be sold for profit. But how can 
the current system of publication, dissemination and access 
change while it is protected by institutional inertia and 
powerful industry lobbies? Perhaps one way is for research 
funding systems to investigate the viability of freely-available 
publication and dissemination through academic libraries 
or nonprofit society-based systems.

Karen Shashok 
Translator – Editorial consultant 

C./ Compositor Ruiz Aznar 12, 2-A, 18008 Granada, Spain 
kshashok@kshashok.com

My Life as an Editor - Karen Shashok
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News Notes

News Notes are compiled by John 
Hilton (hilton.john@gmail.com) 

Some of these items are taken 
from the EASE Journal Blog 
(http://esebookshelf.blogspot.
com) where full URLs may be 
found

Priniciples of transparency and 
best practice
The Open Access Scholarly Publishers 
Association (OASPA; oaspa.org), 
the Directory of Open Access 
Journals (DOAJ; doaj.org), the 
Committee on Publication Ethics 
(COPE; publicationethics.org) and 
the World Association of Medical 
Editors (WAME; wame.org) have 
joined forces to set out 16 “Principles 
of transparency and best practice in 
scholarly publishing”. The principles 
have been developed in response to the 
growth in the number of applications to 
these organisations from new scholarly 
publishers and journals. Topics covered 
include the peer-review process, author 
fees, archiving, and direct marketing. 
The principles are available on the 
organizations’ websites.

Predatory publishers 2014
The list of ‘predatory publishers’ 
maintained by US librarian Jeffrey Beall 
has been updated  for 2014. The new list, 
available on Beall’s blog at scholarlyoa.
com, includes 477 publishers and 302 
stand-alone journals.

Nobel prize winner boycotts top 
journals
Nobel prize-winner and Editor in Chief 
of eLife, Randy Schekman, provoked 
controversy when he announced that 
his lab would no longer submit papers 
to the “luxury journals” Nature, Cell, 
and Science. Scheckman said that these 
journals were “damaging science” due 
to “distorting incentives” arising from 
the professional rewards to be gained 
from publishing in top-tier journals. 
Writing in The Guardian newspaper 
(9 December 2013) Scheckman 
called on funders and universities to 

assess published work on the quality 
of the science rather than where it 
was published. In a follow-up article 
published on The Conversation website 
(20 December 2013), Scheckman 
also called on journal editors to stop 
promoting impact factors.

Freeing up particle physics
An attempt organised by CERN 
to move the entire field of particle 
physics to open-access publishing 
has been hindered by the withdrawal 
of the field’s largest journal, Physical 
Review D, and some reluctance from 
universities, which have expressed 
the view that most of the research is 
already freely availably on the arXiv 
preprint server. The initiative, called 
SCOAP3 (scoap3.org), came into play 
on 1 January 2014 and had managed to 
involve 12 journals until the American 
Physical Society withdrew its two 
journals. Nature (2014;505:141) 
reports that CERN is reconsidering 
its publication policies, with SCOAP3 
considering the long-term plan for the 
project.

CrossRef text and data mining
CrossRef plans to launch a text and data 
mining service in 2014. The service, 
called Prospect, will include an API 
(application programming interface) 
that allows researchers to request full 
text content from publisher websites 
and a system to allow publishers to 
seek extra terms and conditions from 
researchers, if required. You can find 
out more at prospectsupport.labs.
crossref.org.

Open Access Button
The Open Access Button, an initiative 
to raise awareness of lack of access 
to published research, was launched 
in November 2013. The button 
(openaccessbutton.org) was the idea of 
two medical students, who then used 
social media and web tools to build 
a team of volunteer programmers, 
designers, and supporters. It’s a simple 
web bookmarklet that registered users 
can install easily. The idea is that a 
researcher encountering a paywall can 

click the button, which automatically 
logs relevant details and attempts to 
find the article using Google Scholar. If 
that fails, the researcher can complete 
a short form and share details via 
social media.

2013: retraction and plagiarism
Among the inevitable end-of-year 
round-ups were interesting articles on 
the top 10 retractions (The Scientist; 
the-scientist.com; 30 December 
2013) and the top five plagiarism 
scandals (Ithenticate’s Plagiarism Blog; 
ithenticate.com/plagiarism-detection-
blog; 2 January 2014). While the stories 
shine a light on specific and unusual 
examples of malpractice, they also 
provide useful case studies for editors.

Elsevier takes action
In December 2013, the publisher 
Elsevier issued a large number of 
notices to the social networking site 
Academia.edu asking for the removal 
of posted and shared articles. The 
Chronicle of Higher Education’s Wired 
Campus blog reports how the website 
had received over such 2800 notices 
(chronicle.com/blogs/wiredcampus; 
6 December 2013). Other individuals 
and institutions also received notices.
While Elsevier was within its rights to 
issue the notices, the move was widely 
criticised for being against the interests 
of science and academic endeavour. 

Retraction controversy
A paper published in the journal 
Food and Chemical Toxicology (www.
journals.elsevier.com/food-and-
chemical-toxicology) in 2012 has been 
retracted because “the results presented 
(while not incorrect) are inconclusive, 
and therefore do not reach the threshold 
of publication for [the journal]”. The 
retraction followed a long investigation 
by the journal and was strongly 
disputed by the paper’s authors on the 
grounds that there was no suggestion 
of misconduct or error, merely 
criticism of the inconclusiveness of the 
data based on the methodology and 
findings. The Retraction Watch blog 
(retractionwatch.com; 28 November 
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& 16 January, 2014) tells the full 
story, which is complicated by the 
involvement of industry, the media, 
and argument about whether COPE 
guidelines had been followed.

Journal half-life
A study funded by the Professional & 
Scholarly Publishing division of the 
Association of American Publishers 
(www.pspcentral.org) has shown that 
most journals have a half-life (the time 
taken to reach half their total number 
of downloads) of 2 to 4 years. The study, 
by consultant Phil Davis, looked at 2800 
journals across various disciplines and 
publishers. Only 3% journals had half-
lives less than a year, while 17% had a 
half-life of longer than 6 years. Health 
science journals typically had shorter 
half-lives than other fields. The report 
is available from the AAP website 
(publishers.org/press/124).

CARE guidelines
Case reports, narrative descriptions 
of medical problems encountered 
in individual patients, are a unique 
resource for understanding the effects 
of medical interventions in particular 
situations. For case reports to guide 
clinical practice or to inform clinical 
study design, they need to be effectively 
reported. The CARE guidelines were 
developed by consensus to improve the 
consistency and quality of published 
case reports. You can find out more 
and download the CARE checklist 
from the CARE website (www.care-
statement.org). The team hope that 
the use of the guidelines, already 
endorsed by several journals, will lead 
to systematic data collection.

Open access survey 
Wiley has repeated its survey of 
attitudes and experiences of open 
access. The survey of Wiley authors 
showed that about 60% of authors have 
experience of open access publishing, 
up from 32% in the previous year. 
About half the respondents received 
funding for OA publication and 
30% of those who did publish chose 
journals with no charges. The survey, 
reported on the Wiley Exchanges 
blog (exchanges.wiley.com; 8 October 
2013) also explored repository usage 

and found that less than half of authors 
had deposited their article in a public 
repository.

Comments and questions
The US National Library of Medicine 
has introduced a pilot commenting 
system on PubMed (pubmed.org). 
PubMed Commons (www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/pubmedcommons) allows 
readers to publicly comment on any 
publication indexed by PubMed. 
For the pilot, only authors can make 
comments. The comments are not 
moderated, however, and anyone can 
now read them. The PubMed Commons 
blog (pubmedcommonsblog.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov) gives some background 
and examples of how people are using 
the system for post-publication peer 
review. The journal PeerJ (peerj.com) 
has taken a different approach: PeerJ 
Questions (peerj. com/questions) is a 
searchable database of questions from 
readers on any aspect of an article. You 
can read more on the PeerJ blog (blog.
peerj.com;  2 October 2013).

Developing a data visualisation 
tool
A new tool from the team behind the 
journal F1000 Research (f1000research.
com) allows visualisation of data 
within published articles. The tool, 
currently in experimental form, 
accesses datasets linked to the article 
and allows readers to view selected 
data as a scatter plot. You can read 
more on the F1000 Research blog (blog.
f1000research.com; 11 November 
2013) and try the tool for yourself. 

New OA resource
The Copyright Clearance Center (CCC; 
copyright.com) and the Association 
of Learned and Professional Society 
Publishers (ALPSP; alpsp.org) have 
developed an Open Access Resource 
Center, which is hosted on the CCC 
website (tinyurl.com/ease-news27). 
The site provides news, reports and 
other resources on open access.

BioRxiv
The Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory 
has launched BioRxiv (biorxiv.org), a 
preprint server for life science articles. As 
its name suggests, BioRxiv (pronounced 

‘bio-archive’) is based on ArXiv.org, the 
physical sciences preprint server model. 
BioRxiv will publish articles across all 
areas of biology but not clinical studies 
or trials. All articles will carry a DOI, 
and authors can choose from a range of 
licences.  

US law on free access to publically 
funded research
The US Government has passed 
legislation requiring many federal 
agencies with annual research budgets 
greater than $100 million to make 
scholarly articles resulting from their 
funding freely available online no later 
than 12 months after publication. The 
bill doesn’t go as far as the Fair Access 
to Science and Technology Research 
(FASTR) act, which seeks shorter 
embargoes, a central repository 
and requirements for appropriate 
publication formats, but it will ensure 
that about half of the $60 billion worth 
of taxpayer-funded research ouput is 
made freely available.

eLife Lens
The journal eLife has launched a new 
tool  for  viewing articles. The tool is 
called eLife Lens (lens.elifesciences.
org) and is designed to allow readers 
to explore figures, references and other 
items without losing the flow of the 
narrative. The tool was first tried out in 
June, and following positive feedback 
it has been fully adopted into the 
journal’s website (elife.elifesciences.
org) as a viewing option for all articles. 

When standards are not 
implemented
The ARRIVE guidelines for reporting 
of preclinical animal studies 
(available from www.nc3rs.org.uk) 
were published in 2010 and widely 
endorsed. But the standards are not 
being enforced, according to a recent 
study published in PLOS Biology 
(2014;12:e1001756). The study authors 
suggest that authors, referees, and 
editors are ignoring the guidelines and 
call for stringer editorial enforcement.

John Hilton
Editor, Cochrane Editorial Unit,

Cochrane Collaboration, London, UK
hilton.john@gmail.com
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The Editor’s Bookshelf

Please write to annamaria.rossi@
iss.it if you wish to send new items 
or become a member of the EASE 
journal blog (http://ese-bookshelf.
blogspot.com) and see your 
postings published in the journal. 

ECONOMICS AND FUNDING

Head MG, Fitchett JR, Cooke MK, et 
al. Differences in research funding 
for women scientists: a systematic 
comparison of UK investments in 
global infectious disease research 
during 1997–2010. BMJ Open 2013;3
(12):e003362                                 
The authors investigated funding 
awards to UK institutions for all 
infectious disease research from 
1997 to 2010 through a systematic 
comparison of awards by sex. Results 
showed consistent differences in 
funding received by men and women, 
with women having fewer funded 
studies and receiving less funding in 
absolute. These differences remained 
broadly unchanged over the 14-year 
study period.
doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-2013-003362

EDITORIAL PROCESS

Drouart M (Ed.) Editing across 
borders: papers from the 6th IPEd 
National Editors Conference, 
10-12 April 2013, Perth, Western 
Australia.
Online proceedings of a Conference 
on editing held in April 2013 in 
Perth, Western Australia, by the 
Society of Editors (West Australia) 
and the Institute of Professional 
Editors (IPEd), the 6th IPEd National 
Editors Conference. They include 
some top-quality papers on editing 
across cultural borders, editing 
skills, editorial workflows, creating a 
magazine, and much more. 

Willey I, Tanimoto K. “Convenience 
editors” as legitimate participants in 
the practice of scientific editing: an 
interview study. Journal of English for 
Academic Purposers 2013;12(1):23-32
This study explored how English 

teachers who regularly edited 
healthcare-related texts learned the 
“craft” of scientific editing. The authors 
interviewed English-teaching editors 
of scientific texts written by Japanese 
authors, with a focus on these editors’ 
initial difficulties with editing and how 
editors overcame these difficulties. 
Results indicate that some issues 
are of potential significance to 
these English teachers, such as the 
various styles and terminology of 
medical academic writing; authors’ 
involvement in the editing process; 
and early apprenticeship or immersion 
experiences.  

ETHICAL ISSUES

Bailey J. Defending against 
plagiarism. The Scientist Magazine 
June 1, 2013
Retractions in academic publishing 
have skyrocketed-up 10-fold in the 
past three decades, with plagiarism 
and duplication at the root of about 
25% of those retractions. Why doesn’t 
every organization employ active 
defences against plagiarism? There is 
no reason why readers should discover 
plagiarism before a publication’s editor 
does. Publications that use plagiarism-
detection software tools (that are well 
tested, available, and simple to use) 
have seen retractions decrease.

Bornmann L. Research misconduct 
- definitions, manifestations and 
extent. Publications 2013;1(3):87-98
This article provides an overview of 
what research misconduct is generally 
understood to be, its manifestations 
and the extent to which they are 
thought to exist. While every 
spectacular case of fraud discovered 
and discussed in the public media 
seriously damages the trust placed 
in science, it is almost impossible to 
estimate the extent of the risk posed 
by more minor transgressions to the 
progress of scientific knowledge.
doi: 10.3390/publications1030087

Fanelli D. Redefine misconduct 
as distorted reporting. Nature 
2013;494:149

Only the most egregious cases of 
misconduct are discovered and 
punished. Publication, peer-review 
and misconduct investigations should 
focus less on what scientists do, and 
more on what they communicate. 
A good start would be to redefine 
misconduct as distorted reporting. 
In addition, the main task of journal 
editors and referees would be to 
ensure that researchers comply 
with reporting guidelines, and if 
the authors refuse or were unable to 
comply, their paper should be rejected. 
doi: 10.1038/494149a

McMurdo M. Clinical research must 
include more older people. BMJ 
2013;346:f3899
For years older people have been 
systematically excluded from clinical 
research, with those older than 85 
years particularly under-studied. 
Most research is still done on younger 
adults, often male, with single 
diseases and minimal comorbidity. 
According to the author, funders, 
ethics committees, and journals 
must stop older people being under-
represented, and more clinical trials 
should embrace the heterogeneity 
and multimorbidity of old age in their 
study designs and funding. Ethics 
committees should reject all proposals 
with arbitrary upper age limits, and 
journals should do likewise.
doi: 10.1136/bmj.f3899

INFORMATION RETRIEVAL

Gasparyan AY. Bibliographic 
databases: some critical points. 
Journal of Korean Medical Science 
2013;28(6):799-800
Though most authors and editors are 
aware of the existence of databases 
and communication platforms, 
not all of them are skilled at 
retrieving essential information and 
distinguishing ‘indexed’ journals. 
They should know indexing criteria, 
advantages and limitations of 
databases as well as continuous 
efforts to expand and maintain the 
visibility of their journals in the 
highly prestigious databases. These 
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skills can also avoid manipulations 
aimed at attracting quality articles to 
substandard journals.
doi: 10.3346/jkms.2013.28.6.799

Hahnel M. The reuse factor. Nature 
2013;502:298
The majority of scientists still consider 
journal articles to be the only valid, 
formal record of their research. The 
author has set up a company, figshare, 
to make research data reusable, 
reproducible, and interactive. He 
believes that referencing is not dead, 
but it is exploding to encompass the 
full spectrum of research outputs 
from lines of code to video frames. 
Scientists should appreciate that 
making their research outputs 
citable enables their research to have 
quantifiable impact. 

LANGUAGE AND WRITING

Grant MJ. What makes a good title? 
Health Information and Library 
Journal 2013;30:259-260
A good title should be both 
informative and specific, using words 
or phrases likely to be used when 
searching for information; it should 
be concise yet convey the main ideas 
clearly, as articles with short titles 
reporting study findings have been 
found to attract higher numbers of 
viewing and citations. Then, it should 
provide details of the study design 
to assist the reader in making an 
informed choice about the type of 
project the article is reporting. 
doi: 10.1111/hir.12049

PUBLISHING

Boissier MC. Benchmarking 
biomedical publications worldwide. 
Rheumatology 2013;52(9):1545-1546.                                                                                                            
The volume of science as evaluated 
by the number of publications 
is increasing 10-fold every 50 
years, and the number of scientific 
journals doubled every 13 years on 
average. This growth is driven in 
part by emerging countries such as 
China, India, Brazil, South Korea, 
Turkey and Taiwan. The global 
number of publications reflects 
the prominence of a country in 

the worldwide scientific landscape, 
which has obvious implications both 
for the development of worldwide 
strategies and for intellectual property 
issues. The ratio of the number of 
publications over the size of the 
population is an index of the scientific 
productivity of a community and can 
be used to benchmark countries in 
terms of what a group of researchers 
is actually accomplishing.
doi: 10.1093/rheumatology/ket181
 
Callaway E. Preprints come to life. 
Nature 2013;503:180
BioRxiv is a free online archive and 
distribution service for unpublished 
preprints in the life sciences. It 
operates similarly to arXiv, with 
scientists depositing papers as soon as 
they are ready to share them, weeks 
or months before their publication. 
By posting preprints on bioRxiv, 
authors are able to make their findings 
immediately available to the scientific 
community and receive feedback on 
draft manuscripts before they are 
submitted to journals. This website 
leaves journals divided, with many of 
them having changed their policies in 
recent months to allow the practice.

Dobbins M. BMJ Case Reports. 
Journal of the Medical Library 
Association 2013;101(1):80
BMJ Case Reports is an electronic 
journal that provides a collection 
of peer-reviewed case reports 
in all disciplines for health care 
professionals and researchers. 
Cases come from 70 countries and 
articles cover both common and 
rare diseases. The resources available 
through this journal are easy to find 
and are presented logically. All its 
characteristics and functions are 
described in detail.
doi: 10.3163/1536-5050.101.1.016

Grant SP, Mayo-Wilson E, Melendez-
Torres GJ, et al. Reporting quality 
of social and psychological 
intervention trials: a systematic 
review of reporting guidelines 
and trial publications. PLoS One 
2013;8(5):e65442
Reporting guidelines have improved 
the quality of trial reports in 

medicine, yet existing guidelines  have 
important limitations in content, 
development, and/or dissemination 
and they may not be fully suited for 
social and psychological intervention 
trials. Important details are routinely 
missing from trial publications and 
most leading journals in social and 
behavioural sciences do not ask 
authors to follow reporting standards. 
Findings demonstrate a need to 
develop a CONSORT extension with 
updated standards for social and 
psychological intervention trials.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0065442

Xu L, Fang Q. Internationalization 
of Chinese STM journal publishing. 
Publishing Research Quarterly 
2013;29(2):190-196
Over the past two decades, China 
has witnessed an international 
development of its scientific, 
technological and medical (STM) 
journals. This has enhanced journals’ 
editorial forces, it has established 
a quality-control mechanism 
centred around peer reviews, and 
it has internationalized both the 
journal publishers’ productions and 
services. Under the above-mentioned 
endeavours, Chinese STM journal 
publishing has achieved its initial 
internationalization progress.
doi: 10.1007/s12109-013-9309-4

RESEARCH EVALUATION

Brembs B, Button K, Munafò 
M. Deep impact: unintended 
consequences of journal rank. 
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience 
2013;7:291
In this review, authors present the 
most recent and pertinent data on 
the consequences of institutionalizing 
journal rank as an impact measure. 
They argue that a higher journal 
ranking does not always point to 
greater scientific impact, and that 
universities may have hired and 
promoted researchers who were savvy 
at getting their articles published in 
top journals though their research 
was iffy, and removed researchers 
who were not that savvy.
doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2013.00291
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De Castro P, Calzolari A, Napolitani 
F, et al. Open data sharing in 
the context of bioresources. 
Acta Informatica Medica 
2013;21(4):291-292
The BRIF (Bioresource Research 
Impact Factor) project aims to 
create suitable methods to recognize 
and measure the use and impact of 
biological resources in scientific/
academic work, in order to maximize 
access by researchers to collections 
of biological materials and attached 
databases, and to recognize efforts 
involved in their maintenance. The 
BRIF initiative can be considered as 
a tool to facilitate research resource 
sharing.
doi: 10.5455/aim.2013.21.291-292

Sangwal K. Citation and impact 
factor distributions of scientific 
journals published in individual 
countries. Journal of Informetrics 
2013;7(2):487-504
Citation distribution of journals 
published in individual countries is a 
subject which has not been investigated 
so far. The aim of the paper is three-
fold: to analyze the distribution of 
citations, two- and five-year impact 
factors and citation half-lives of 
journals published in different selected 

countries using the newly proposed 
Langmuir-type function and its 
modification; to investigate the physical 
significance of the effectiveness 
parameter α of this function; and to 
trace a relationship, if any, between 
the Langmuir constant K of the 
distributions and the number N of 
journal published in different countries
doi: 10.1016/j.joi.2013.01.011

SCIENCE

Abramo G, D’Angelo CA, Murgia 
G. Gender differences in research 
collaboration. Journal of Informetrics 
2013;7(4):811-822
The issue of gender aspects in 
research collaborations has been 
treated in a marginal manner. In this 
article the authors apply an innovative 
bibliometric approach, that is the 
measurement of gender differences 
in the propensity to collaborate 
by fields, disciplines and forms of 
collaboration: intramural, extramural 
domestic and international. The 
analysis of the scientific production 
of Italian academics shows that 
women researchers register a greater 
capacity to collaborate in all the 
forms analyzed, with the exception 
of international collaboration, where 

there is still a gap in comparison to 
male colleagues.
doi: 10.1016/j.joi.2013.07.002

SCIENCE COMMUNICATION

Kermani F, Fürst W, Billiones R. 
Potential implications of wider 
data transparency in medical 
communications. Medical Writing 
2013;22(2):128-130
(doi: 10.1179/2047480613Z.0000000
00113) 
The current medical communication 
environment is characterized by 
growing calls for increased data 
transparency and for improvement 
of access to unpublished data results. 
There are ongoing concerns about 
the selective publication of trial 
results and the potential impact on 
use of medicines by prescribers and 
patients in both Europe and the US. 
This article outlines some of the 
background to current developments 
and considers the potential impact on 
those working in the field of medical 
communications.

Anna Maria Rossi 
Publishing Unit

Istituto Superiore di Sanità, Rome
annamaria.rossi@iss.it

Façade of the Library of Celsus in Ephesus (135 AD). The Library stored 12,000 scrolls. It was destroyed by an earthquake in 262 AD, but still 
remains a relatively well preserved model of Roman ancient libraries. Courtesy of A.Y.Gasparyan.



27Februar y 2014; 40(1) European Science Editing

Correspondence

Prakash and his colleagues should be commended for 
addressing important aspects of publication ethics in a 
relatively short article.1 Regrettably, in sacrificing depth 
for breadth when covering complex issues, key elements 
are inevitably left out. What follows are comments on the 
section on plagiarism that I thought might fill some of the 
gaps. Other sections of the paper could similarly benefit 
from additional clarification and elaboration. 

For their first example of plagiarism, the authors write 
“Complete word to word copying of someone’s work 
without permission from and acknowledgement to the 
original authors”.  It is important to clarify that, while it may 
be a polite gesture for us to seek permission from authors 
when we use small segments of their previously published 
work, such permission is generally not necessary as long as 
the borrowed material lies within the legal boundaries of 
the publisher’s copyright statement (see, for example, the 
types of materials and the amounts that can be used that 
require permission from Elsevier2). Of course, regardless 
of the amount that is borrowed, such use always assumes 
that standard scholarly conventions of proper attribution are 
being followed (eg text is enclosed in quotation marks and 
a citation is provided). For amounts of content that exceed 
a publisher’s limit, permission to reproduce such work 
is, indeed, required of the holders of the copyright, which 
often, but not always, are the publishers and not the authors. 
In such cases, permission should also be requested from the 
authors, even if they have relinquished the copyright to their 
intellectual property. Doing so in the latter case is a matter 
of professional courtesy, not a legal or ethical requirement.

In their second example of plagiarism, Prakash et al write 
“Substantial copying of the majority of text or data with 
minor changes in the text or style of writing”. Considering 
this example, it is important to distinguish between data 
fabrication, falsification and two types of plagiarism — 
plagiarism as research misconduct and plagiarism as 
scholarly misconduct. Copying one or more sentences 
without attribution and with only minor modifications 
might not rise to the level of research misconduct, but 
it is plagiarism from a scholarly point of view.3,4 More 
importantly, while copying data (ie passing others’ data as 
one’s own) — even if it is a single datum — is subsumed under 
the definition of plagiarism and might seem inconsequential 
to some, such action also constitutes data fabrication, a far 
more serious form of research misconduct. 

With respect to the third example, “Paraphrasing by 
substituting words in someone’s work without altering the 

idea or context of the text”, it is worth emphasizing that, 
with some exceptions (see next paragraph), the type of ‘light 
paraphrasing’ described in the authors’ example constitutes 
plagiarism even when a proper citation is provided. A 
correct paraphrase entails conveying others’ ideas using 
our own words, unique expressions, and writing voice. In 
addition, when we paraphrase others’ work, we must always 
include a citation to identify the origin of the ideas that we 
are writing about. 

Finally, in the fourth example on self-plagiarism, the 
authors write: “Recycling own published text (self plagiarism 
or recycling fraud) which is ‘the reuse of significant, 
identical, or nearly identical portions of one’s own work 
without acknowledging that one is doing so or citing the 
original work’ ”. An important distinction needs to be made 
between recycling text and recycling data without proper 
acknowledgement. Regardless of amount, reusing both 
types of content are forms of self-plagiarism, but some very 
limited amount of recycling of highly technical text from 
Methods sections from our own work and even from others’ 
work may be acceptable. Such recycling may occur at the 
level of phrases but not of full sentences and certainly not of 
full paragraphs.5 What is essential for all of us to understand 
is that any time we reuse previously disseminated data and 
pass them off as new data we commit fraud. Plagiarism 
and covert self-plagiarism of any amount of data represent 
instances of data fabrication and, as such, they are the most 
serious forms of research misconduct.
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The scientific excellence mapping tool
We recently developed a web application which is linked 
to both spatial visualization approaches and academic 
ranking lists published hitherto (www.excellencemapping.
net).1 The web application analyzes scientific performance 
of universities and research institutions across various 
subject areas and presents ranking lists and on custom tile-
based maps.2 The new, substantially enhanced version of the 
web application is now published.3 In the enhanced version, 
the effect of covariates such as gross domestic product of 
a country where an institution is located and corruption 
perception index is examined using multi-level regression 
models. A covariate-adjusted ranking and mapping of the 
institutions is presented with the covariates being held 
constant. The analysis is based on Scopus data from the 
SCImago Institutions Rankings (http://www.scimagoir.
com/). We process information for institutions with at 
least 500 articles, reviews and conference papers which 
are indexed in a Scopus subject category in 2006-2010. 
Citation impact of these publications covers the period to 
mid-2013. Performance of the institutions is recorded using 
the following two indicators. The first one, best paper rate, 
indicates a proportion of publications from an institution 
belonging to 10% of the most cited publications in a certain 
subject area and publication year. The second indicator, 
best journal rate, is the ratio of papers that an institution 
published in the world’s most influential journals, which 
are ranked in a subject-based first quartile of the SCImago 
Journal Rank (SJR). A graphic example of the analysis is 
depicted in Figure 1 – a screen shot of the web application 
visualizing the results of the multi-level analyses for 17 
subject areas.
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Figure 1. Screen shot of the web application


