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From the editors’ desks

All eyes on Croatia! As we prepare for 
the EASE 2014 Conference in Split, 
this issue celebrates science editing and 
publishing in Croatia with a variety of 
articles.  The earliest scientific periodical 
to be published in Croatia, a country 
with a strong publishing tradition, 
appeared in 1851.  The first article is 
from Ana Utrobičić and colleagues, 
who report on the editorial and peer 
review policies of Croatian journals.  
There is also a review of the Hrčak 
portal for Croatian scientific journals. 
Do other countries have similar portals? 
Feedback on this would be welcome, 
particularly a comparison of relative 
strengths and weaknesses. ‘My Life as 
an Editor’ features Ana Marušić, our 
current Vice President and host in Split.  
Finally, we have a description of the 
successful listing of a second Croatian 
journal in PubMed Central.  

Several articles in this issue address 
language. Denys Wheatley continues 
his series of essays, while Richard Clark 
makes a case for the continued use of 
apostrophes and Matko Marušić deplores 
the trend to use the word ‘gender’ instead 
of ‘sex’ in biomedical papers.  

It is good to see an Essay from Cuba, 
demonstrating the continued reach of 

EASE beyond Europe.  Scientists from 
developing countries still struggle to be 
heard in international journals. I was 
shocked by the results of a quick analysis 
of the number of representatives from 
developing countries on the editorial 
boards of psychiatry journals (see p39).  
EASE sets a good example in this way 
with our International Advisory Board 
and we hope to continue to provide 
opportunities for editors from low- 
and middle-income countries, perhaps 
starting with our EASE-KCSE bursaries 
for the Split conference.  

 Sadly, we publish an obituary of Nancy 
Morris, who was one of the driving forces 
behind the formation of EASE from the 
merger of its predecessors, Editerra and 
the European Association of Life Science 
Editors. Nancy had retired as Secretary-
Treasurer before I joined EASE but her 
reputation persisted, with warm feelings 
of respect and admiration from those 
who had worked with her.  Looking back 
through early issues of the Bulletin, most 
were enlivened by a poem from Nancy 
and we reproduce one here. Are there 
any budding poets out there who could 
continue Nancy’s legacy in this?

Joan Marsh
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Editorial

Abstract Croatia, when compared to its neighbouring 
countries, has the largest number of journals per scientist 
and per Gross Domestic Product. The aim of our study 
was to evaluate the composition of editorial structures and 
transparency of peer review policies of Croatian journals 
indexed in Web of Science (WoS) and Scopus. Our study 
showed a lack of transparency of peer review processes 
in Croatian scientific journals as described in publicly 
available information for authors. More research is needed 
to determine the impact of the editorial structures and work 
on the international recognition of journals from small 
scientific communities, such as Croatia.

Keywords Peer review; editorial boards; Croatia

Introduction
The number of scientific publications has been exponentially 
increasing since the 17th century, with no indications of a 
decline.1 The establishment of large bibliographic databases, 
specialized search engines, wide visibility and accessibility 
of scientific publications2 have led to the increase of journal 
memberships in organizations such as the Committee on 
Publication Ethics (COPE) and indexing in the Directory of 
Open Access Journals (DOAJ), Web of Science (WoS), and 
Scopus.2,3 In the last decade, a large number of regional journals 
have been accepted for coverage in various indexing databases.3

In Croatia, the first scientific periodical was published 
in 1851,4 the first medical journal in 1860,5 and the first 
electronic journal in 1994,6 only a year after the World 
Wide Web went public. Despite its relatively small size (4.3 
million inhabitants)7 and semi-peripheral scientific status,8  
Croatia has the largest number of journals per scientist, 
per Gross Domestic Product (GDP), and per WoS-indexed 
articles, compared with neighbouring countries.9

The aim of our study was to evaluate the composition of 
editorial structures and transparency of peer review policies 
of Croatian journals indexed in WoS and Scopus. 

Methods
We contacted Thomson Reuters and Elsevier to obtain the 
list of active journals indexed in WoS and Scopus and we 
checked the instructions to authors of these journals on 
their websites to record the editorial structure and type of 
peer review. In the case of absence of an official website, we 
extracted the same data from the latest print issues. Open 

access status was ascertained by records in DOAJ or by free 
availability of the journal articles on their websites.

Distribution of outcomes was tested for normality by 
the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, and the data were expressed 
either as mean ± standard deviation (SD) or median 
(interquartile range), with 95% confidence intervals (CI). 
We employed the Student’s T test and Mann-Whitney 
U test for parametric and non-parametric comparisons, 
respectively. Proportions were compared with a χ2-test.

All tests were two-sided, with the alpha error set to 
0.05. Data were analysed using MedCalc v.12.5 (Medcalc, 
Ostend, Belgium). 

Results
There were 54 Croatian journals indexed in WoS and 127 in 
Scopus, with a 94% overlap (all but 3 WoS-indexed journals 
were also listed in Scopus). The 2012 Impact Factor of WoS-
indexed journals ranged from 0 to 1.87. The 2012 Source 
Normalized Impact per Paper (SNIP) of Scopus-indexed 
journals ranged from 0 to 1.8. There were no statistical 
differences in SNIP values between WoS- and Scopus-only 
indexed journals (P=0.95 see Table 1). Most  journals (n=122, 
94%) had one editor-in-chief of Croatian descent (95%); the 
majority of the editors (66%) were males. There were no 
differences in IF and SNIP based on the gender of the editor-
in-chief (t-test, P=0.836 and U-test, P=0.51, respectively).

The number of editorial board members for all journals 
ranged from 2 to 50, with no statistical difference between 
WoS- and Scopus-only indexed journals. However, there 
were substantially more WoS-indexed journals, with at least 
one member with a non-Croatian affiliation (70% vs 48%; 
P=0.0255). The overall percentage of non-Croatian board 
members did not differ between WoS- and Scopus-only 
indexed journals (53% vs. 50%; P=0.63).

Gender distribution of editorial board members was 
unequal: 6 journals had only male members and 2, only 
females, while the rest of the journals had, on average, more 
male than female members (75% vs 25%; P < 0.0001). 

Almost half of the journals were open-access (n=58, 45%), 
with no difference between WoS- and Scopus-only indexed 
journals (χ2=1.489, P=0.0222). There was no difference in 
IFs between open (n=12) and subscription journals (n=29) 
(P=0.38). However, SNIP values of open-access journals 
(n=57) were greater than those of subscription journals 
(n=65) (U-test, P=0.0032).

Composition of editorial boards and peer review policies of Croatian journals 
indexed in Web of Science and Scopus
Ana Utrobičić
Central Medical Library, University of Split School of Medicine, Split, Croatia
Josip Šimić
Central Medical Library, University of Mostar School of Health Studies, Mostar, Bosnia and Herzegovina
Mario Malički, Matko Marušić, Ana Marušić
Department of Research in Biomedicine and Health, University of Split School of Medicine, Split, Croatia; 
mario.malicki@mefst.hr 

Original articles

Journals published from small and emerging professional 
communities face difficulties that often negatively affect the 
research performance and hinder the scientific progress 
at a national level. However, there are a few good examples 
of how changes in the education system and research 
management with limited financial resources translate into 
advanced research and better visibility of locally produced 
knowledge. The Croatian experience, with its benefits to 
authors, researchers, journal editors, and educators over the 
past two decades, is exemplary.  This is one reason Croatia is 
hosting this year’s conference of the European Association of 
Science Editors (EASE) – a major scientific and educational 
event for science editors – which will gather representatives 
from most European and other countries. In line with the 
theme of the conference – the complexity of editing – some of 
the presentations will reflect on the Croatian experience. For 
our part, we will provide space in this and forthcoming issues 
of European Science Editing for items about editorial policies 
and peer review in Croatian journals, digital archiving in the 
Hrčak platform, and editing national journals.

Croatia has well established traditions of publishing, 
particularly in the natural sciences and biomedicine. 
Its oldest periodicals, Liječnički Vjesnik and Periodicum 
Biologorum, were launched in 1877 and 1886, respectively.1 
This is perhaps one of the reasons why so many Croatian 
journals are currently listed in the SCImago Journal & 
Country Rank database (131) with their outstanding impact 
indicator levels. Based on repetitive and comprehensive 
bibliometric and bibliographic evaluations2 the Croatian 
Medical Journal is the flagship European periodical. 
Remarkably, this journal remains one of the few general 
medical journals covered by Thomson Reuters Current 
Contents Connect® database.

To better understand what Croatia has gained within a 
short period of transforming a small socialist society into 
a modern European nation (1991-2013), we should refer to 
the outstanding profile of the country in the Web of Science® 
database. There are currently 54 Croatian journals tracked 
by this highly selective hub of ‘elite’ periodicals.3 For a non-
Anglophone country with a population of 4.28 million, this 
is a great achievement. Two of the indexed journals have 
relatively high two-year impact factors: Biochemia Medica 
– 1.873 and the Croatian Medical Journal – 1.25 (Thomson 
Reuters Journal Citation Report® science edition 2013). 
Both journals are archived in PubMed Central.

A turning point for improving the visibility of Croatian 
journals was the launching of the Hrčak digital platform 
in 2005, which has expanded its archive from the initial 
three to the current 356 periodicals.4 More than half of the 
archived journals in the field of science, technology and 
medicine are published in English only, and the majority 
of journals (76%) have international editorial boards.4 

Despite all these achievements, the transparency of peer 
review remains a challenge.3 The national journal editors 

can improve transparency and make their journals more 
attractive for the global scientific community by publicising 
the employed models and quantitative indicators of the 
peer review.

Croatia, as many other emerging scientific powers, faces 
the challenges of plagiarism and other forms of misconduct 
in research papers. An analysis of 754 items, submitted to the 
Croatian Medical Journal in 2009 and 2010, revealed that 85 
(11%) of these submissions, mostly from China, Croatia and 
Turkey, contained plagiarized text.5 This can, at least partly, 
be explained by the difficulties of writing in English, which 
force the authors to recycle chunks of texts from published 
sources. The temptation to misappropriate writings can be 
overcome by learning lessons from others’ mistakes and by 
referring authors to proper writing and editing services. 

Plagiarism, along with duplicate publication, is the main 
reason for retractions of Croatian papers. Although the 
number of the retractions is not high (7 in PubMed), it may 
not be representative, requiring more efforts of editors and 
reviewers at pre- and post-publication review to detect the 
misconduct and ‘clean up’ the language of unethical papers. 
Importantly, of the seven retractions in PubMed, three 
were issued by the Croatian Medical Journal and one by 
the Archives of Industrial Hygiene and Toxicology, the top-
tier national periodicals with established policies of ethical 
publishing.

Obviously, these and many other challenges faced by 
Croatian editors are not unique, and can be overcome by 
discussing them with colleagues from EASE and other 
learned associations at educational meetings focused on 
selected topics, such as plagiarism, pre- and post-publication 
review, and open access. 

Armen Yuri Gasparyan
Chief Editor, European Science Editing

a.gasparyan@gmail.com
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Nine journals did not have instructions to authors posted 
on their websites (7 of these were indexed in WoS). Of the 
journals with posted instructions, 45 (37%) did not have 
information about type of peer review, with no difference 
between WoS- or Scopus-only indexed journals (χ2=0, 
P=0.99). Of the 76 journals that presented the type of peer 
review, only 12 (15%) described if the peer reviewers were 
independent (n=9, 75%), affiliated with the journal (n=1, 
8%), or mixed (2, 17%). Furthermore, 33 (43%) mentioned 
who made the final decision regarding the manuscripts 
acceptance: most often the editorial board (48%), followed 
by the editor-in-chief (40%), and editorial office (12%). 
There were no differences in IF and SNIP values between 
the journals that did or did not have a peer review process, 
as described on their websites (t=0.221, P=0.8261 and 
Mann Whitney U-test, P=0.894, respectively). 

No journal had a description of the roles within its 
organizational structure on the website. We found a large 
number of different structures and staff titles (Table 2).

Discussion
Our study showed no differences between Croatian journals 
indexed in WoS and Scopus with regards to their impact, 
number of editorial board members, open-access status, and 
details of peer review policies in the instructions to authors. 
We found a low proportion of women editors that were not 
associated with the journals’ impact indicators. We also 
found a wide variation in the journal editorial bodies and 
roles, which may reflect specifics of the respective scholarly 
communities.

It is difficult to draw any conclusion about the role of the 
journals’ editorial bodies since no details were available in 
print and digital versions of the instructions to authors. Future 
studies, including those employing qualitative methodological 
approaches, may explore this issue and reflect on its influence 
on the journal visibility, quality, and impact indicators.

Croatia is a good model for analyzing editorial policies 
of science journals, because it belongs to the scientific semi-
periphery.8 The country has a large number of publicly 
supported journals with a wide visibility.9 It is, however, 
not clear whether this success is related to the editorial 
structure of the journals or their policies. Our study showed 
a lack of transparency in this aspect of the work: only 63% 
of the journals described the peer review process in their 
guidelines for authors. These findings are in line with those 
of an older study, which showed that of the 278 medical and 
scientific journals analyzed in 2000, 187 (67%) described the 
peer review process, with just 53 (19%) in sufficient detail.10 
Similarly, a 2013 survey of 1,340 biomedical academics 
from high-ranking universities showed that only 25% 
believe that the peer review is sufficiently transparent.11 This 
lack of transparency makes it difficult to conclude whether 
the inclusion of Croatian journals in selective international 
databases influences the journals’ editorial structures and 
functioning. 

The recorded higher SNIP value of open-access journals 
suggests that an open-access strategy improves visibility of 
publications from semi-peripheral scientific communities. 
However, a recent study of biomedical journals from 
Slovenia proved that open access, as sole factor, is insufficient 
for widening the journal visibility.12 It is therefore likely that 
the adherence to the international standards, transparency, 
quality peer review, and open access are all drivers of 
the competitiveness of the newly launched open-access 
journals.13

Transparency of the editorial and organizational work 
at the journals seems to be a driver of the international 
recognition and greater scientific impact. More research is 
warranted to determine the influence of different aspects 
of the editorial work on the international recognition of 
journals from small scientific communities such as Croatia.  

Table 2. Different journal structures and staff titles listed in 
Croatian journals indexed in Web of Science and Scopus

Editorial office Journal structures
Associate Editor Advisory Board

Co-Editor Chief Council

Copy-Editor Consultant Board

Deputy Editor Consulting Editors

Editor in Chief Corresponding Members

Editorial Advisor Council of Experts

Executive Editor Editorial Board

Guest Editor Editorial Council

Junior Editor Honorary Council

Linguistic/Language Advisor International Editorial Board

Managing Editor Journal Council

On-line/Web editor Junior Editorial Circle

Proof-reader Scientific Advisory

Section Editor Scientific Board

Translator Scientific Council

Young Assistant Editor Statistical Board

Editor emeritus Young Editorial Board

Editorial Assistant

General Editorial Assistant

Honorary Editor

Junior Editorial Assistant

Layout Editor

Secretary

Senior Editorial Assistant

Technical Editor

Table 1. Composition of editorial structures and impact indicators of Croatian journals indexed in Web of Science and Scopus

Journals indexed in
P*

Web of Science (n=54) Scopus only (n=76)

Editors in chief (Md, IQR) 1 (1-1) 1 (1-1) 0.257

Editors in chief’s sex (n, %)

Male 36 (66) 48 (63)

0.167†
Female 15 (28) 28 (37)

Two or more editors of different sex 2 (4) 0

Missing (only name and initial listed) 1 (2) 0

Editorial board members (Md, IQR) 16 (11-21) 13 (8-19) 0.155

Impact Factor 2012 (M, SD) 0.42 (0-1.87) /

Source Normalized Impact per Paper (Md, IQR) 0.27 (0.10-0.42) 0.26 (0.05-0.51) 0.952

SCImago Journal Rank (Md, IQR) 0.14 (0.11-0.22) 0.14 (0.1-0.2) 0.286

*Mann-Whitney U test
†χ2-test
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Galerija Meštrović - an art museum 
in Split, Croatia dedicated to the 
work of the 20th-century sculptor, 
Ivan Meštrović. The gallery 
preserves and displays the most 
significant works of Meštrović, 
and is in itself an art monument. 
The permanent collection includes 
works of sculpture, drawings, 
design, furniture and architecture. 
The gallery building and grounds 
were based on original plans by 
Meštrović himself, and included 
living and working areas, as well as 
exhibition spaces.
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Abstract The article overviews the structure of editorial 
articles that is important for maintaining the quality of 
journal editing and publishing. Special attention is paid to 
properly evaluating reference lists of editorials, avoiding 
unethical practices of journal self-citations, and boosting 
impact factors. We have suggested upgrading standards 
of cascading peer review and publishing editorials after 
several rounds of rigorous internal and external evaluations

Keywords Editorials; peer review; periodicals as topic; 
publishing 

Editorials are brief overviews or commentaries on a specific 
topic, which are essential for the overall quality of scientific 
publishing. These are usually written by the journal editorial 
and advisory team members, who reflect on selected articles 
of the same journal or highlight problems of the scientific 
community.

What distinguishes editorials from other article types is 
that they do not follow the structure of narrative reviews, 
original research papers, or letters, and rarely pass the 
traditional peer review. The editorial team members often 
evaluate and correct editorial manuscripts in-house, 
without referring to any external advice or support. 
Scientific information and points raised in the editorials 
are not widely explored in the literature, which makes it 
difficult to find peers who are competent in judging the 
index manuscript. This last point, however, is inherently 
linked to the essence of editorials, which are aimed at 
advancing the scientific discourse by proposing innovative 
hypotheses and ideas. And for these innovative approaches, 
it is fair to credit not just the authors, but also the whole 
editorial team and the publisher of the journal itself.

An editorial article is often solicited and intended for 
publication in one journal, which may benefit from its 
successful promotion and citations. In-house science editors 
or experts evaluating such an article prior to its publication 
assume that it is not under review elsewhere. Simultaneous 
dual or multiple journal submission and publication of the 
same editorial devalue its priority for the periodicals and 
diminish efforts taken by the editorial teams. Moreover, the 
practice of targeting more than one publication platforms 
confuses the Impact Factor calculation since citations 
to multiple copies of the same editorial are likely to be 
unevenly distributed, unfairly benefitting some journals at 
the expense of others.

In the era of ‘big science’, the editorial content attracts 
considerable attention from readers and authors — 
potential citers.1,2 This is partly due to the readability and 
ease with which busy authors can ‘catch’ the main points. 
Besides, publishers and editors of numerous subscription 
journals willingly open access to the editorials, widening 
their exposure to the readership and increasing chances 
of citations. The open-access model for editorials is largely 
justified because most traditional periodicals still follow 
the outdated rule of publishing editorial content without 
complementary extracts, abstracts and keywords, hindering 
their retrievability through bibliographic databases. 

Editorials published by top scholarly journals such 
as Nature and Science are perhaps the best examples of 
concise writing and means of expressing words of wisdom 
that can change the global science landscape, regardless 
of subscription and access barriers. A recent study of 
1,500 editorials published in Nature and Science in the 
past decade revealed fascinating scientific developments, 
reflected in the logical sequence of the editorial topics.3 Not 
surprisingly, these editorials attracted much attention and 
caused the Impact Factors of these journals to soar.

The attractiveness of the exemplary editorials stems 
primarily from their highly informative titles, which 
incorporate key messages and provide links between general 
knowledge and innovative approaches. The plain language 
of the titles is aimed both at exploring sophisticated, 
fundamental, or revolutionary research concepts and at 
paving the way for a range of applied studies. The new terms 
in such titles often do not match the structured terms in the 
hierarchy of bibliographic thesauri, warranting revisions of 
the existing pool of the keywords.

The structure and content of editorials is currently 
undergoing major changes. The traditional introductory 
journal articles, or neutral forewords, are gradually being 
transformed into several article types, though not yet 
distinguished as such by bibliographic databases. One 
can easily identify two major types of editorials. The 
first type, mostly commissioned by publishers, provides 
complimentary comments on the published research data 
and strengthens existing points. The second type argues 
from existing scientific knowledge and proposes completely 
different points. Both types are well represented in the 
literature, and make up the system of scholarly debates, 
known as ‘pros and cons’. Usually, these editorials express 
the opinions of a limited number of experts (1–3), who are 
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Editorials and cascading peer review 
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listed as co-authors. In some cases, when points presented 
in the editorials are unanimously supported by a large group 
of experts (such as science editors and journalists), the 
articles are signed and published on behalf of the publishing 
journal. The practice of anonymous editorials, however, 
is not universally acceptable and is not favoured by those 
who value transparency and authorship credits in science.4 

The main argument against anonymous editorials is that 
the readership has the right to know who stands behind 
the expressed opinions, which either attract or deviate 
attention, and change the course of scientific progress.4,5

One of the inherent limitations of current scholarly 
publishing is that the so-called hot topics attract considerable 
attention; furthermore editorials often cover topics 
widely discussed by the scientific community.6 Opinion 
pieces in top-tier journals make the topics covered even 
hotter, especially when the publishers prioritize scholarly 
discussion and provide unlimited space for all types of 
articles. Topics of interest to small communities from non-
mainstream science countries are rarely discussed and, 
thus, become even less attractive.  

One of the possible ways out of the publication bias is 
the internationalization of the peer review, with external 
rather than internal (in-house) evaluation of the editorials. 
Actually, the internationalization of the peer review started 
in the 1950s, but since then the move from internal to 
external evaluations of journal submissions has been slow  
all over the world.    

The internal peer-review is widely employed in the 
newly launched and small journals, with a limited scope 
of interest, a small reviewers’ pool, and a small audience. 
Editorials, written by staff members and submitted to these 
journals, raise concerns about the editorial conflicts of 
interest, especially when no external reviewer is involved 
in the review. And these conflicts are rarely disclosed to the 
public. It would seem that editorial policy of the journals 
should consider all the instances of editorial conflicts and 
advise external reviews for all submissions from the journal 
editors.

The internal peer review may also overlook the excessive 
journal self-citations in the editorials of the Web of Science-
indexed journals, artificially inflating their Impact Factors. 
Editorial policies should be in place to warn the editorialists 
against abundant and irrelevant self-citations, which may 
harm the journals and leave them out of the Journal Citation 
Report.7 The external reviewers may play a critical role by 
carefully evaluating and suggesting relevant amendments 
to the reference lists.

Cascading peer review
The latest developments in scholarly publishing and 
revisions of the existing peer review models have led to 
cascading journal submissions and publishing them within 
large publishing consortia. The journals initially rejecting 
manuscripts now transfer them to the nearest related 
publishing outlet within the established consortia. The 
initial results of the evaluation, along with the reviewer’s 
comments, usually follow the rejected manuscript. Such 
practice allows one to save the consecutive evaluators’ time 

and efforts by partially or entirely relying on the initial 
(surrogate) reviewers’ comments. Cascading may also 
apply to unsolicited editorial items, not suitable for one 
journal, but transferable and acceptable for publication 
in another related one. In this case, initial internal and 
external (surrogate) reviewer’s comments may help 
consecutive editors make appropriate decisions. If the 
editorial is accepted, the efforts of the surrogate reviewers 
and cascading route of the manuscript should be properly 
acknowledged. The publishing journal may also inform the 
readers that the editorial was not commissioned. 

Transfer of the reviewers’ comments is ethical provided 
their consent to re-use the comments has been obtained 
and the authors have agreed to disclose the results of the 
surrogate review.8

Each journal, even within a closely related set of 
periodicals, has its own scope of interests. Therefore, 
editorials transmitted to a new journal should not be 
accepted blindly, based exclusively on comments from a 
transferring journal.     

Cascading manuscripts is becoming widespread with the 
growth of publishing consortia and the fierce competition 
between scholarly publishers. Under such conditions it is 
vital to establish collaborations between the editorial teams, 
prioritize topics for scientific communities consuming 
journal information, and choose the best editorial practice, 
preventing the use of editorials for merely boosting Impact 
Factors. 
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Figure 2. Types of journals suppressed from the Journal 
Citation Report® 20126 

Are high journal self-citation rates always irregular 
or fraudulent?
As recognized by the creators of the Journal Impact Factor, a 
high rate of journal self-citations can be legitimate:8 journals 
that have a novel or highly specific or regionally relevant 
topic or are the central organ in a tightly-knit community 
(such as a small non-Anglophone community) cannot avoid 
a comparatively high rate of journal self-citations. Among 
the journals that were recently excluded from JCR, I find 
several that fit those criteria. A higher proportion of self-
citations is expected in a journal that publishes in Czech 
and Slovak about sugar and sugar beet as the number of 
journals covering this topic in these language communities 
is limited (Listy Cukrovarnické a Řepařské). Equally, a South 
African journal of lexicography with an African focus, 
published partly in Afrikaans, can hardly avoid self-citation 
(Lexicos). The same is true for journals with a regional focus 
and a near monopoly of the field (Irish Political Studies; or 
Aerosol and Air Quality Research focusing on Asia). These 
are just a few examples. As those journals are excluded from 
JCR, their metrics are not visible in the JCR database, but we 
do not have to trust that Thomson Reuters made the right 
decision. We can explore the metrics of suppressed journals 
in the SCImago Journal & Country Rank database.9 The 
journal self-citation rate of many suppressed journals has 
indeed been over 50% in one or more recent years; this 
looks suspicious, but without examining the details of the 
particular journal’s citations, one cannot judge whether any 
wrongdoing was involved. Some editors were surprised and 
upset about the suppression of their journals, including 
the editors of the leading German radiological journal.10 

“Thomson Reuters does not assume motive on behalf of any 
party”,4 but the journals are suppressed anyway. The accused 
does not enjoy the benefit of the doubt.

Is journal self-citation a real problem?
Journal self-citations undeniably increase Impact Factors.15 

The question is to what extent they increase the Impact 
Factor, and whether this misrepresents the contribution of 
the journal to the field. Whether an increase in the Impact 
Factor can be judged by using citation metrics alone is 
debatable. Studies on the extent of journal self-citations’ 
influence on the Impact Factor have produced inconsistent 
results. Having analysed 35 journals that increased their 
Impact Factor by at least four times in a few years, Andrade 

and colleagues11 found no proof of a massive contribution 
of journal self-citations to this increase, and hence no 
indication of a targeted editorial strategy in this respect. 
In other cases, editorial manipulations were identified, 
such as the publication of an editorial with a large number 
of journal self-citations, which more than doubled the 
Impact Factor of the journal.12 Citation cartels with the 
sole purpose of increasing Impact Factors of the journals 
involved5 are certainly unethical, as is “coercive citation”13 if 
editors force authors to add journal self-citations14 or give 
the impression that disobedience to such suggestions may 
influence manuscript acceptance.

Since the inception of metrics-based suppression, the 
number of affected journals has continually increased 
(Figure 1). Losing the Impact factor either was an 
insufficient deterrent for unethical editors, or a high journal 
self-citation rate was due to the nature of the journals.

Impact Factor manipulations without consequences 
– a world of double standards?
The Impact Factor is based on all citations that a journal 
receives in a two-year period (numerator), but only part 
of the published items in the journal count towards the 
denominator, namely “articles”, “reviews” and “proceedings 
papers”.16 Editorials do not count, nor do correspondence 
items or other less than “substantive” contributions. Despite 
not being counted as “citable items” in Thomson Reuters’s 
database Web of Science™, such contributions attract a 
substantial number of total citations, for example 6.9% for 
Nature and up to 18.5% for the Croatian Medical Journal.17 

Increasing the numbers of such smaller contributions in a 
journal or calling them editorials or correspondence items 
almost guarantees an increase of a journal’s Impact Factor.

The classification of countable and non-countable items 
is fluid, and sometimes Thomson Reuters gets it wrong, at 
least in the minds of some journal editors. In these cases, 
the journals have discussed the matter with Thomson 
Reuters with the aim of excluding some types of items 
from the denominator and increasing the journals’ Impact 
Factors.18,19 As a prime example, PLoS Medicine succeeded 
in negotiations with Thomson Reuters and received its first 
Impact Factor of 8.389 instead of the initially calculated 
“less than 3”.19 The 2003 Impact Factor of the Canadian 
Medical Association Journal was 4.783 instead of 4.363 
after 24 papers were removed from the denominator that 
had been included in the denominator the year before. 
Journals look after their Impact Factors in various ways, 
and discussions over the denominators with Thomson 
Reuters might well be legitimate; at least it has never been 
condemned like the practice of editors pushing their journal 
self-citations. What editors can also do with impunity is to 
publish more reviews, which generally boosts the Impact 
Factor substantially, or to allocate accepted papers with the 
potential of attracting many citations to the beginning of a 
year, expanding their exposure to the readers and potential 
citers. None of these actions and strategies seems to upset 
authors. The excitement is focused on editors suggesting, 
coercing or otherwise arranging for journal self-citations.

Abstract To counteract impact factor manipulations by 
editors, in 2008 Thomson Reuters started suppressing 
journals with abundant self-citations and excluding them 
from the Journal Citation Reports® for two years. The 
number of banned journals rose from 9 in 2007 to 66 in 
2012. Abundant journal self-citations can be due to the 
nature of the journal or unethical strategies of editors, 
such as coercive citations or citation cartels. Regardless 
of whether unethical behaviour was involved, journals 
with excessive self-citations are suppressed by Thomson 
Reuters. While unethical behaviour should be discouraged, 
depriving the accused journals of the benefit of the doubt 
can lead to unfair treatment.

Keywords Publication ethics; Journal Impact Factor; 
journal suppression; manipulation; Thomson Reuters

The Journal Impact Factor, calculated and published 
annually by Thomson Reuters, is the most influential 
metric in academic publishing. It is widely used to judge 
the performance of scientific journals and is still widely 
misapplied to assess individual scientists. It influences 
decisions on journal subscriptions, scientists’ career 
advancement, research grant funding, and even the 
amount of personal monetary rewards.1,2 This is why it is 
in the utmost interest of journal publishers and editors 
worldwide to obtain the highest possible Impact Factor for 
their journals. The ethical limits of how to achieve this are 
undefined, fluid, and contentious. The temptation “to play 
the system” can be high. However, in the past few years, it 
has become apparent that crossing such limits bears a high 
risk of losing the Impact Factor. This loss can also happen 
inadvertently, when a high rate of journal self-citations 
legitimately contributes to an increased Impact Factor.

Thomson Reuters’s suppression of journals from 
Journal Citation Reports
Since 2007, Thomson Reuters has temporarily suppressed 
journals from its Journal Citation Reports® (JCR) 
when “excessive self-citation” was detected.3,4 Thomson 
Reuters states “The Journal Impact Factor provides an 
important measure of a journal’s contribution to scholarly 
communication, and its distortion by an excessive 
concentration of citations is a serious matter. Titles are 
suppressed from JCR based on analysis of the prior year’s 
data, leaving the reasons for suppression visible. Thomson 
Reuters does not assume motive on behalf of any party. 
Journals are suppressed for two consecutive years and 
re-evaluated in the third year using new data”.4 The data 
considered for determining excessive self-citation are the 
percentage of journal self-citations in the Impact Factor 

Losing the numbers game: abundant self-citations put journals at risk for a life 
without an impact factor
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numerator, the proportional increase of the Impact Factor 
with versus without journal self-citations, and the effect 
of journal self-citations on the rank of the journal in its 
subject category. “Suppressed journals represent extreme 
outliers in citation behavior”.4 Journals in the bottom 10% 
of a category are not suppressed. Lately, cases of citation 
cartels, or “citation stackings”, came to light, where one 
journal was cited excessively by another solely to increase 
the first journal’s Impact Factor.5 Thomson Reuters has 
developed a program to spot such patterns, and suppresses 
both donor and recipient journals for one year, after which 
they are re-evaluated with the next year’s data.4 The number 
of suppressed journals has increased from 9 in 2007 to 66 
in 2012 (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Number of journals suppressed from the Journal 
Citation Reports® 2007–2012. Data from Journal Citation 
Reports® Notices6 (previous versions available from web.
archive.org)

What kind of journals are suppressed?
Of the titles suppressed from the 2012 edition of Journal 
Citation Reports,6 36% are open-access and 64% follow a 
subscription model. They comprise journals published by 
academic institutions, societies and professional publishers 
(Figure 2). None of those publishers is on Jeffrey Beall’s 
notorious list of potentially predatory open-access publishers.7 
The majority of suppressed titles published by professional 
publishers come from traditional, reputable houses, such as 
Taylor & Francis (7 titles), Elsevier (6), Sage (5), Springer 
(2), Wiley (1), de Gruyter (1), Hans-Huber-Verlag (1) and 
Thieme (1). Many of the journals have a specialized focus or 
are published in non-English language communities.
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The ethics of the citation process
If the citation process were objective and governed by 
strict policies on scientific relevance and priority, it 
would be easy to determine unethical behaviour, but it is 
definitely not. Authors cite literature sources on the basis 
of a wide range of considerations, most of them subjective 
or based on convenience.14,20 Conscious and subconscious 
“manipulations” are always at the heart of the citation 
process. For example, papers in a language one happens 
to understand are cited more often than those in foreign 
languages, irrespective of their scientific relevance. Papers 
of friendly colleagues are cited more easily than papers of 
fierce competitors. A source that has frequently been cited as 
an authoritative reference will often be cited automatically 
without being read. As long as scientists are humans, such 
practices will not change.

In conclusion, the list of references is a critical part of 
a scientific manuscript, for which the authors bear the 
ultimate responsibility. They should have the last word 
on what to include in their reference lists. Referees and 
editors are free only to suggest additions, omissions and 
replacements of references in their role as caretakers of 
journals’ quality and evidence-base.14 Such editorial actions 
become unethical only when they ignore the authors’ 
rights and force them to include citations, particularly with 
the sole purpose of inflating the journal’s Impact Factor. 
Elsevier’s advice to its editors is perhaps the best all science 
editors can follow: “Take care of the journal and the Impact 
Factor will take care of itself ”.21

We can still lose the numbers game, though.
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Researchers from developing countries have historically 
contributed proportionately little to the published research 
output.  Reasons given include poor research methods and 
lack of statistical rigor, as well as unclear presentation and 
low levels of language competency.  Another suggestion 
was that papers from developing countries are treated 
unsympathetically by the Editorial Boards of leading 
journals.1 In 2003, Saxena et al investigated this by examining 
the geographical distribution of members of Editorial and 
Advisory Boards of the ten psychiatric journals with the 
highest impact factor rating for 2000.2 They found only 
four board members based in low- and middle-income 
countries, according to World Bank criteria, from the total 
pool of 530 editors and advisory members. 

The past decade has seen tremendous growth in the 
number of papers submitted from developing countries, 
particularly China, which now ranks second globally in 
terms of the number of papers submitted to Web of Science-
listed journals.3 I therefore repeated the study of Saxena et 
al, looking at the composition of the same Boards in 2013.  
The results show that very little has changed (Table 1).  
Several journals still have no Board members from low- 
and middle-income countries.  Many of the journals are 
published by national societies and thus may not claim to 
have a global remit.  The highest representation is found in 
the British Journal of Psychiatry, which has an International 

Representation of low- and middle-income countries on Editorial Boards of 
psychiatry journals

Joan Marsh
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Editorial Board to complement its Editor and Associate 
Editors.  Schizophrenia Research, which describes itself 
“THE journal of choice for international researchers and 
clinicians to share their work with the global schizophrenia 
research community” has members from China (2, 
including Hong Kong), South Africa and Brazil.

Saxena et al called for the journals to “correct this 
unsatisfactory situation” pointing out that the lack of 
representation could adversely affect the dissemination of 
knowledge generated in developing countries. I suspect that 
psychiatry is not unique in failing to give researchers from 
low and middle income countries a voice on their Editorial 
Boards and echo the call for journals to address this.  A start 
has been made at The Lancet Psychiatry, a new journal to be 
launched in June 2014, where nine members from a Board 
of 56 come from low- and middle-income countries around 
the world.
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2003 2013
Journal No. members No. from LAMIC No. members No. from LAMIC

Archives of General Psychiatry/
JAMA Psychiatry* 34 0 31 0

American Journal of Psychiatry 25 0 23 0

Schizophrenia Bulletin 61 0 95 1

British Journal of Psychiatry 69 1 75 5

Journal of Clinical Psychiatry 69 0 60 1

Schizophrenia Research 65 2 63 4

Psychological Medicine 39 0 53 0

Psychosomatic Medicine 54 0 89 1

Journal of the American 
Academy of Child and 
Adolescent Psychiatry 48 0 42 3

Journal of Child Psychology and 
Psychiatry 6 1 46 1

*Title changed in 2013.

Table 1 Representatives from low- and middle-income countries (LAMIC) on editorial boards of leading psychiatry journals
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English is widely spoken, used in general communications, 
and broadcast on radio and television across most countries. 
A high percentage of people – especially professionals such 
as scientists and doctors – have little choice but to become 
proficient in it as the Lingua Franca. But speaking it relatively 
fluently is not the same as writing in English. Not only is 
it difficult to express oneself clearly, but great accuracy is 
required in learned scientific and medical papers in both the 
language and the soundness of the content. Generally, non-
native English speakers experience considerable difficulty, 
and can become frustrated when their papers are criticised 
for their poor presentation (eg in spelling, choice of words, 
syntax, and grammar). It might be thought, erroneously, 
that modern software handles many of these problems, but 
the evidence is to the contrary – most authors make the 
same mistakes and omissions over and over again. Another 
problem is that many authors follow the pattern and 
presentation in language (phrases and expressions) of other 
published papers in poor English, which is accelerating 
and exacerbating the continuing decline in the quality of 
scientific communications.

The tragedy is that, although proficiency in English 
can be learned by many non-native speakers one way or 
another (perhaps at the many commercial institutes that 
offer courses throughout the world), very few universities 
provide courses in scientific writing and publishing 
in English. Training courses are desperately needed to 
remedy this problem, from undergraduate right through 
to professorial level. A research article is the product of 
hard work and its culmination. It needs to be original and 
outstanding if it is to succeed in being published in a good 
journal. While training should be more readily available, 
there are some books available on the subject. Most of these 
books are difficult to follow and lack an interactive element. 
Explanations are required regarding the best use of English, 
and this only comes with face-to-face contact.

For non-native English speakers whose mother tongue 
is least akin to English, there are undoubtedly major 
difficulties. Chinese speakers would have to start from the 
very beginning in learning English. People with languages 
that have some resemblance to English, eg Greek, Roman, 
Slavic, Teutonic, etc., find much of the difficulty arises in 
transliterating their papers. English is very complex; it has 
rules, idioms, colloquialisms, and oddities that distinguish 
it from many other languages. Even if a fair attempt can 
be made to express oneself in English, the writing usually 
needs a lot of attention to put it in its best possible form, 
acceptable to an experienced native English speaker within 
the same professional discipline, and definitely to editors 
of learned journals. How many authors keep dictionaries, 
a thesaurus and other aids at hand, or go online to seek 
the best use of English words through Wiki? Submissions 

suggest very few take the trouble to be properly equipped 
for the job, leaving aside the general absence of some 
formal training. It is important to have the assistance of a 
native English speaker, preferably nearby. If necessary, a 
commercial editing service should be used. But often the 
“improvements” are done through companies that employ 
people lacking a good command of English, and having 
little editing experience and often poor working knowledge 
of the subject matter.

I would like to take a few examples of how people 
speaking Serbo-Croatian, Polish, Russian, and similar 
languages might get to grips with writing better English. 
One colleague in Slovakia notes a problem with using the 
right tense of verbs; others in Russia find the use of “a” 
and “the” a nightmare because these are not used in their 
own languages. There is generally a problem with using the 
correct word, let alone spelling it properly (English seems to 
be full of anomalous spellings!). English is remarkably rich 
in the number of words that seem suitable in a particular 
context, but usually only one of them conveys the exact 
meaning that is intended. Unfortunately, one word becomes 
prominent and slips into common usage to cover many that 
could make a sentence much more explicit. To take a typical 
example, the word evaluate is used repeatedly throughout 
almost every scientific paper published today, as if none 
other was more suitable, when in fact more than a dozen 
words would be more apposite in a particular context. 
Instead of to evaluate, try using one of the following verbs in 
your next draft paper: to measure, assess, consider, calculate, 
predict, explore, determine, inspect, examine, enquire, 
discover, explain… (as an exercise, consider some of these 
alternatives that might be better in the phrase “…this result 
encouraged us to evaluate the reaction between…).

I have sympathy with many authors in finding the correct 
tense of a verb. In some languages, the tense is implied by 
the context in which the verb is used, or there are only a 
small number of tenses available (past, present, and future).  
English has gone crazy with tenses and every one of them is 
very specific in its context. Difficulties also arise in moving 
between the active and passive forms, and in using the 
present participle. Prepositions are notoriously difficult 
to choose; as American English moves increasingly away 
from (classical) English, this problem is being exacerbated. 
Sentence order is another issue: in English the main clause 
should come upfront, and not be preceded by a number of 
qualifying subclauses.

My final piece of advice for non-native English speakers 
is, once again, to always seek the help of an experienced 
native English speaker before submitting a paper to a 
journal, no matter how well you think it has been written.

Abstract: Apostrophes to denote possession can be 
controversial, with some authors and editors arguing that 
we should use them less, or that they should be eliminated 
altogether. Indeed, there is a trend to prefer the non-
possessive form of eponymic terms (eg Down syndrome 
rather than Down’s syndrome). Some medical writing 
organisations have eliminated apostrophes from their 
titles (ie the American Medical Writers Association, or 
AMWA, and the European Medical Writers Association, 
or EMWA). It has been argued that there is no possession 
and therefore no need for an apostrophe, but I maintain 
that this is incorrect. (The word “Writers” in both examples 
describes the members of the association, thus it is a 
descriptive genitive and so should have an apostrophe.) 
Other organisations have circumvented this potential 
problem, such as the European Association of Science 
Editors (EASE). Possession is also confused frequently with 
ownership, but whilst possession encompasses ownership it 
is a much broader notion. Those eager to avoid apostrophes 
can sometimes distort meaning, such as changing an 
event “new members’ welcome drinks” to a statement that 
“new members welcome drinks”. If we can understand the 
simple grammatical concept of possession then possessive 
apostrophes are simple to use. Moreover, the use of 
apostrophes enriches the English language, providing extra 
information and clarity of communication in writing within 
science and medicine, and in general writing.

Keywords: apostrophe, medical writing, possessive, 
possession, ownership.

Most discussions about apostrophes cover examples of 
their incorrect use, the rules of correct apostrophe use, and 
increasingly, the exploration of reasons to avoid apostrophes 
altogether. Thus, in this article I will make the case that 
apostrophes are valuable and informative, easy to use, and 
certainly nothing to be avoided. 

No article on apostrophes would be complete without 
a mention of the “greengrocer’s apostrophe” described by 
the late Keith Waterhouse (eg “Apple’s 50p!” on market stall 
price signs) when, with a large degree of irony, he founded 
the AAAA or Association for the Abolition of Aberrant 
Apostrophes. (His original column on the subject has been 
reprinted as part of his obituary, and is well worth reading.)1 

These amusing examples are often followed by how, and 
how not, to use apostrophes. Waterhouse was, however, also 
concerned about missing apostrophes, as he details:

“The AAAA has two simple goals. Its first is to round up 
and confiscate superfluous apostrophes from, for example, 
fruit and vegetable stalls where potato’s, tomatoe’s and 
apple’s are openly on sale. Its second is to redistribute as 
many as possible of these impounded apostrophes, restoring 
missing apostrophes where they have been lost, mislaid or 
deliberately hijacked – as for instance by British Rail, which 

as part of its refurbishment programme is dismantling 
the apostrophes from such stations as King’s Cross and 
shunting them off at dead of night to a secret apostrophe 
siding at Crewe.”1

Certainly apostrophes are not used as frequently in 
science and medicine as in less formal writing, and this is 
particularly true for apostrophes denoting contractions 
(such as “it’s’ instead of ‘it is”). The use of apostrophes to 
denote possession is, however, of particular relevance 
within science and medicine owing to the widespread use 
of eponymic terms. Apostrophes have often been used 
to honour researchers who discover or describe medical 
conditions, anatomical parts, chemical or biochemical 
reactions, tests, reagents, or theories. However, the 
possessive form is not usually used for names incorporating 
a place or patient’s name (eg Minamata disease and Hageman 
factor) or for hyphenated eponymous terms incorporating 
two or more names (eg McCune–Albright syndrome).2 
To complicate matters, there are many exceptions to these 
rules. For example, we have the Krebs cycle rather than the 
Krebs’ cycle even though Sir Hans Krebs discovered this 
biochemical pathway. There is also a modern tendency for 
style guides and some journals to prefer the non-possessive 
form of eponymic terms (ie Down’s syndrome becomes 
Down syndrome).2 Given the variety in use of eponymic 
apostrophes, when writing and editing we must check 
carefully whether the traditional format is in the possessive 
form and/or if the target source requires the non-possessive 
form of eponymic terms. 

More generally, apostrophes can be useful in day-to-
day life. Apostrophes used (or not used) in various house 
and business names in my village include the correctly 
named “Cookies’ Corner”, which perfectly describes a 
house at the corner of my street where I know Dr Cook 
and his family live. However, I will never visit “Monte Di 
Vita Pizza’s” thanks to its misplaced apostrophe. Likewise, 
the house sign “Loudons Retreat” has me itching to add an 
apostrophe (and I don’t care if it is before or after the “s”– 
but it certainly needs one somewhere). On visiting a relative 
in Bishop’s Waltham, Hampshire, I noticed that some signs 
had an apostrophe and some did not. This got me thinking. 
What was a Waltham, and what did one (or perhaps more 
than one) bishop do with it? Apparently, the word Waltham 
is derived from the Saxon words for wooded area (wald) 
and settlement (ham).3 Moreover, this wooded settlement 
was first known as Bishops Waltham after 904 CE, when 
the king gave the manor to the Bishop of Winchester.3 
Presumably, the naming of Bishop’s Waltham predates the 
use of the apostrophe, but the use of an apostrophe is telling 
us something about the history of the place. The same can 
be said for the well-known examples of Queen’s and Queens’ 
Colleges. Queen’s College, Oxford was founded in honour 
of a solitary Queen of England (Queen Philippa, wife of 
Edward III), whereas Queens’ College Cambridge was 

Apostrophes: feeling possessive?
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literate person, and you either don’t use apostrophes or don’t 
use them correctly? The reader may need to second-guess 
the meaning of your text as apostrophes can help eliminate 
ambiguity. Even if your writing is understandable, poor 
use or absence of apostrophes will give the impression that 
you are careless, and perhaps even ignorant or uneducated. 
Some people will go to great lengths to write or rewrite text 
to eliminate apostrophes, even if the result is both lengthy 
and inelegant, but perhaps this is because “some people 
have simply not learned to use them correctly.”10 Perhaps 
we could all learn something from the example of Queens’ 
College Cambridge?
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founded by two Queens of England (Margaret of Anjou, 
wife of King Henry VI and Elizabeth Woodville, wife of 
King Edward IV).4,5 My opinion is that the difference in 
apostrophes might also reflect Oxford’s and Cambridge’s 
colleges efforts to differentiate themselves from one another, 
as Queens’ was always known as Queen’s (before 1823) 
and the official name of the college now incorporates both 
versions and is an apostrophe lover’s delight: The Queen’s 
College of St Margaret and St Bernard, commonly called 
Queens’ College, in the University of Cambridge.5

Missing apostrophes annoy me far more than misused 
apostrophes: omission is more likely to be deliberate, 
misuse an unintentional mistake. Even worse is deliberate 
apostrophe omission by organisations connected with 
writing or literature. Three examples are the bookshop chain 
Waterstones, the American Medical Writers Association 
(AMWA) and the European Medical Writers Association 
(EMWA). Waterstones removed the possessive apostrophe 
from their company title in 2012, arguing that this was a 
“more versatile and practical” spelling of the name for 
the digital age.6 A quick search of Google using the term 
“Waterstone’s” disproves this theory. AMWA formerly used 
an apostrophe, but then some bright spark decided that a 
noun (Writers) was being used as a modifier of another 
noun (Association), and therefore that “the possessive 
was unnecessary”.7,8 This argument is spurious (see Box 
1).9 The word “Writers” requires an apostrophe, as in our 
example it is a descriptive genitive (ie there is some degree 
of possession). Thus, what AMWA (and EMWA, as we shall 
see later) communicate by not using an apostrophe is clear: 
AMWA and EMWA members have no degree of ownership 
or possession over their own organisations! To return to 
EMWA, a recent article revealed that the reason EMWA is 
not the European Medical Writers’ Association is because 
“EMWA is an association of medical writers, or equally, 
that EMWA is not an association that belongs to medical 
writers and so we do not need to use an apostrophe.”10 
Moreover, whilst “one can argue that legally, EMWA does 
belong to its members and, therefore, that Writers should 
have an apostrophe…as the arguments [for and against an 
apostrophe] carry equal weight, we recommend…the most 
straightforward text, ie without the apostrophe.”10

In the title American Medical Writers Association, 
is the word “Writers” used only to define the type 
of association? (If this is true, “Writers” is just an 
adjective, so no apostrophe is needed.) Alternatively, 
is the word “Writers” describing members of the 
association? (If this is true, there is possession, and so 
an apostrophe is needed.) I concur that in examples 
such as “games teacher” and “customs examination” 
the words “games” and “customs” are purely adjectival 
and thus need no apostrophe – the important technical 
point to distinguish is between a descriptive genitive 
(eg busman’s in busman’s holiday) and an adjectival 
phrase.9 The word “Writers” in our example is clearly a 
descriptive genitive, and so should have an apostrophe.

Box 1. The descriptive genitive.

As ever, arguments about apostrophes seem to centre 
on possession. The example I sometimes think of is “the 
Sun’s rays”. As the Spring sunshine streams through my 
study window, I remind myself that the Sun is about 150 
million miles away, and that light from the Sun to the Earth 
has taken just over eight minutes to arrive. Even though 
the Sun is separated from us by time and space, these are 
still the Sun’s rays not the Suns rays. The Sun doesn’t own 
the rays, but there is certainly some form of possession. 
In the distant future when our dying Sun goes supernova, 
the Sun’s last rays will be observable from another galaxy 
a billion years later. Even though the Sun no longer exists, 
a little apostrophe will signify our Sun’s possession of its 
rays through the enormity of time and space! To return 
to Earth though, and EMWA’s website, EMWA is “run for 
its members by its members”11 and last time I went to an 
EMWA conference the members elected the Executive 
Committee. This suggests some form of ownership, but 
even if there is no degree of ownership (legal or otherwise), 
then there is some degree of possession. I am in agreement 
with John Richards, founder of the Apostrophe Protection 
Society, who wrote, “As you say, possession does not exactly 
mean ownership. Possession includes OF and FOR. These 
are societies of or for writers so should take the apostrophe. 
In the case of ‘The car’s colour is too bright’ the car doesn’t 
own the colour; it is the colour OF the car.”12 There are 
also societies of science writers and editors that use “of ” in 
their names, not least the European Association of Science 
Editors (EASE), the Council of Biology Editors (CBE), and 
the Association of British Science Writers (ABSW).

The phrase “New members welcome drinks” was 
mentioned as requiring an apostrophe (after the “s” of 
“members”) by Lynne Truss in her best-selling book on 
grammar Eats, Shoots and Leaves.13 Nevertheless, EMWA 
has changed “New members’ welcome drink” to “New 
members welcome drink” in its conference programme.14 
Apparently, this apostrophe deletion was because “the new 
members would not be bringing their own drinks.”14 In my 
opinion the deleted apostrophe made an understandable 
statement (meaning welcome drinks for new members) 
change meaning to suggest that new members were in 
particular need of drinks (or perhaps that they were very 
thirsty?). Whatever our stance on apostrophes, we need 
to be careful that our own like or dislike of them does 
not change the meaning of what we write or edit. One 
final argument for the omission of apostrophes in titles is 
that an organisation can decide on its own name, with or 
without an apostrophe. This is correct. The consequence is 
that the inclusion or omission of apostrophes conveys the 
intentions of those running the company. What if EMWA 
were to change its title to “Medical Writing Я Us” as in the 
UK toy retailer in the UK “Toys Я Us”? Would that still be 
acceptable? Is it fine for an association representing medical 
writers to flout a basic grammatical rule?

What is clear is that some people don’t like apostrophes. 
Perhaps they just don’t see the point; certainly those that favour 
using apostrophes (and using them correctly) are often told 
they are being fussy or pedantic. I disagree. What if it is your 
written work that is being read, reviewed, or assessed by a 

In the article “Common statistical mistakes in manuscripts 
submitted to biomedical journals”,1 the last line of page 92 
should have read “…between 88 (90 – 2×1) mg/dL and 
92 (90 + 2×1) mg/dL; the 95% CI for the mean for the 
900-participant study is 89 to 91 mg/dL. It is now clear that 
the 95% CI for the mean for 900 participants (2 = 91–89 mg/
dL) is half of that for 225 participants (4 = 92–88 mg/dL)…”.

When writing the text, I was uncertain which to choose 
between 100 and 90 mg/dL for the value of the mean glucose 
level. I decided to choose 90 mg/dL so that readers would 
not confuse this value with the “100 times” we performed 
our studies. In the next lines of the text, I mistakenly used 
the value of 100 mg/dL in the calculations while it should 
have been 90 mg/dL.

Farrokh Habibzadeh
Farrokh.Habibzadeh@theijoem.com
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mistakes in manuscripts submitted to 
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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 Secre-

tary (secretary@ease.org.uk).

EASE Guidelines for Authors and 
Translators - now available in 

Bulgarian
A Bulgarian translation of the EASE Guidelines 
has been published on our website recently, thanks 
to Sergey Glinkov, a librarian from the Medical 
University of Varna, who volunteered to translate the 
document. This means that the EASE Guidelines are 
now freely available in 22 languages. 
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For editors, the website can be of interest for the two 
main reasons. First of all, it can be help them promote their 
journals and increase the visibility. Journals with their own 
website, which contains electronic edition of the contents 
and the articles’ full-texts, can be automatically added to 
the list on the portal with a link to the original website 
and journal issues. The listing on the portal facilitates the 
integration of the journals into the search engines and 
other domestic and international network services. Also, 
Hrčak is especially helpful for small journals that do not 
have an original website. In that case, the portal provides 
the editors with the tools to create an electronic edition 
of their journals. The editors have simply to upload the 
journal information and bibliographic data of the current 
and past issues and link issues to the portal. Importantly, 
the entire journal archive of back issues, if available in the 
PDF format, can be uploaded too.

Secondly, the portal calculates detailed statistics for 
indexed journals, which is updated at the beginning of each 
month. Statistics cover journals webpage visits (home page, 
issues, single article, and bibliographic records) and full-
text (PDF) downloads. 

And, last but not least, Hrčak is free both for the users 
and for editors who wish to add list their journals on the 
portal and to increase their visibility. 

Silvia Maina
Medical editor, Editamed srl, Turin, Italy

silma75@hotmail.com

Journal publishing is one of the top priority activities 
in Croatia, and the existence of Hrčak, a hub for a large 
number of exemplary periodicals, is suggestive of how 
Croatians value their scientific production.

Hrčak means “hamster” in Croatian (have a look at 
the nice favicon associated with its website!). It is a free 
platform  for Croatian open-access scholarly journals. 
The project, developed by the Croatian Information and 
Documentation Society and supported by the Ministry 
of Science, Education and Sports, aims to improve the 
accessibility and visibility of Croatian journals. There are 
currently  356 journals indexed on the Hrčak, with more 
than 111,000 articles being listed, including 105,873 full-
text items for open access. The number of indexed journals 
is constantly increasing. Topics covered by the portal range 
from biomedicine and natural sciences to humanities and 
social sciences.

The main webpage of the portal presents the list of the 
currently indexed journals. The readers and authors can 
easily find links to the journals and articles of interest by 
searching in alphabetical order or by scientific area. Hrčak 
also allows to search within the journal papers by author, 
title, and keywords. The user can register to the website to  
receive email notifications on newly indexed journals and 
updates on selected journals. 

Each journal has its own webpage on the portal, where 
indexing information, such as the website address, contacts, 
mission, and frequency of publication, are presented. The 
links to full-texts of journal articles and whole issues are 
also provided.

Hrčak services are useful 
not only for readers, but 
also for authors, who can 
search for target journals 
suitable for submission 
of their best papers. The 
portal informs the authors 
about the journals’ main 
characteristics along with 
contact and submission 
details.

The Hrčak website 
contains information 
about open access, and 
particularly a description 
of the notorious  Budapest 
Initiative, a definition of 
open-access journals, and 
a Croatian translation of 
the Berlin Declaration on 
Open Access to Scientific 
Knowledge.

This Site I Like

Hrčak: The portal for Croatian scientific journals

http://hrcak.srce.hr/

This booklet is a useful 
and systematically-
organised complement 
to the many books on 
academic writing that 
have been recently 
published. The authors 
focus on writing in 
English, for Anglophone 
researchers as well as 
for authors working 
and living outside the 
Anglophone community. 
This guide, however, takes 
a different approach to 
supporting scholars than 

the one taken with many other books on scientific writing: 
the work focuses on broad social practices, networks, and 
resources involved in academic publishing. The goal of the 
booklet is to support scholars – students, young scientists, 
teachers and supervisors – to identify and to understand 
practices of academic publishing. 

The approach is also a heuristic one, based on the authors’ 
extensive writing experience in multilingual settings, and 
is based on data collected by the authors. The 17 chapters 
all have the same structure encompassing sections called 
Chapter Focus, Data, questions and comments, Thinking 
about your practice, Suggestions for future actions, Useful 
resources, and Related research. 

The chapters traverse such aspects as personal 
commitment to publishing, institutional evaluation criteria, 
responding to pressures to publish, communication and 
conversation, whether to publish articles or book chapters, 
writing in multiple languages, and getting help from non-
scholarly support from language brokers and translators. 
The book can be read from cover to cover, but its structure 
also allows parallel reading of the corresponding sections 
of each chapter. 

The Useful resources sections are very valuable because 
they provide the reader with lots of published and online 
sources of information. The same applies to the Information 
Boxes at the end of each chapter. These boxes discuss the 
`internationalism’ of journals, citation indexes and impact 
factors, conferences, types of journals and publishers, stages 
and timelines of the publishing process, publishing in 
books, online resources and online submission, publishing 
equivalent texts, networks, co-authoring and collaboration, 
peer review, and journal mentoring programmes.

The text design and typesetting of the book were done 
very well, although the italic font used for the “Comment” 
blocks (paragraphs of length up to half a page) causes some 
eye strain and discomfort.

In short, this guide is a useful asset for any university or 
research organisation library.

Christiaan Sterken
University of Brussels

csterken@vub.ac.be

Book review
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Nancy Morris, also known as Mrs 
Tupholme, who died on 3 January 
2014 at the age of 101 was Secretary 
of the European Association of 
Earth Science Editors (Editerra) 
from 1974. In 1977 she also 
became Secretary of the European 
Association of Life Science Editors 
(ELSE, earlier called the European 
Association of Editors of Biological 
Periodicals). Unsurprisingly, Nancy 
was one of the prime movers when 
Editerra and ELSE amalgamated in 
1982. She then became Secretary-
Treasurer of the new association, 
EASE.

Nancy was born in North 
London on 23 May 1912 and in the 
1920s went to school in Stamford 
Hill, where she became a prefect 
and games captain. After a visit to 
France she became interested in 
fencing and later, working in London, she developed her 
interest in this sport and in squash. When her father retired 
in 1936 her parents moved to Farnham, Surrey, where she 
began her attachment to that town and to the family home, 
“Bruins”, an attachment that continued for the rest of her life. 
During the week she lived in London, working in various 
offices before moving to the Geological Society in London’s 
Burlington House, Piccadilly, for 22 years. Her marriage to 
“Tuppy” Tupholme around this time unfortunately was not 
a success and divorce followed.

In the early 1940s those working in the various 
organisations in Burlington House undertook fire-watching 
duties and in this way Nancy met Phyllis Boatwright, who 
was instrumental in her move to the Royal Society in 
1962. Nancy stayed there until 1972, working for various 
committees and helping to organise both national and 
international meetings. 

When Nancy’s parents died she sold the family home but 
built a bungalow in the large garden so that she could stay 
in Bruins. Her work for Editerra, ELSE and then EASE 
continued busily, with many committee meetings and 
conferences in the cities of Europe.  In 1985 she handed over 
her editorial association responsibilities to a Royal Society 
co-worker, Nadia Slow, at the 2nd General Assembly and 
Conference of EASE in Norway. 

In retirement Nancy maintained 
her interest in geology and her love 
of driving (she was a member of the 
Institute of Advanced Motoring). 
She also joined the Farnham 
Society and served for some time 
on its committee. One of her many 
activities was writing short verses 
celebrating Christmas and other 
events, including editorial activities. 
Many of these, especially the annual 
one at Christmas, were shared with 
her friends and a few of the editorial 
verses were published in the 
newsletters of Editerra, ELSE and 
EASE. Much later she even provided 
the farewell that was read at the 
service in Farnham on 15 January 
2014 that celebrated her long life: 

Farewell

By Nancy

Don’t grieve for me I do implore 
I’ve knocked up quite a goodly score 

And I have so enjoyed my life –  
A span that’s covered peace and strife,  
From First World War to present day 
With sundry hiccoughs on the way 

I’ve learned to lose and sometimes win 
Not always free of course from sin,  

But through the years as numbers mount 
I’ve found it’s people really count. 

Relations living far and near 
Have been such fun and very dear 
And super friends that never pall –    
I’ve been so lucky – Bless you all! 

So as I take my leave of thee 
I say again – don’t grieve for me.

Nadia Slow
Nadiaslow@madasafish.com

Maeve O’Connor
maeve.oc@blueyonder.co.uk

Obituary: Nancy Morris
I became an editor more 
than 20 years ago, along with 
my husband and colleague, 
Professor Matko Marušić. I 
joined him and helped to create 
a successful journal for a small 
scientific community. The start 
of the journal coincided with 
the war in Croatia in 1991, 
which determined the scope 
of our interests. We focused 
on research related to war and 
disasters, from surgery and 

psychotrauma to DNA phenotyping, as well as general issues in 
human health and social responsibility of medicine.

We worked hard with a team of young and dedicated 
colleagues from all over Croatia, and succeeded in creating a 
good general medical journal, the Croatian Medical Journal, 
which became the top Croatian periodical in terms of its 
scientific impact and contribution to the capacity-building 
for research in the community.

When we became journal editors, our research interests 
expanded and covered science communication and peer 
review topics. We studied authorship, and particularly the 
author contributions to research and manuscript writing. 
Our research reports were published in excellent journals, 
including the so-called Big Five general medical journals. 

It is difficult to pick journals which were important for me 
as an author. I have published in large and small (influential) 
journals. Each of my articles had an exciting research 
question behind it, excitement with research results, and 
adventure of presenting them to the research community. 
While it is desirable to publish in large, high-impact journals, 
we should not forget that reaching the right audience and 
targeting the relevant journal are more important.

Your first teachers influence you most; the same is true 
in editing. My first contact with other editors was at the 
EASE conference in Budapest in 1994, where I met Sir 
Iain Chalmers. He was not an editor, but taught me the 
importance of study design and transparency of reporting. 
Ed Huth, the ‘Dean of Medical Journal Editors’ in the USA, 
taught me that editing is not an amusing hobby but a serious 
profession that requires continuous training and hard work.

At the very beginning of our work as editors, we 
realised that there is a great need for teaching authors how 
to communicate the results of their research and, more 
importantly, how to plan and perform research. We started 
with individual tutoring of our authors and expanded this 
to workshops for authors and researchers, as well as PhD 
courses. Eventually, we arranged a vertically integrated 
course for medical and allied health care students to teach 
research design, evidence-based medicine, and scientific 
communication. I like to call this work our public health 
outreach: preventing problems of authors by teaching 
prospective authors – health care students.

Journals are still the primary outlets for research in 

biomedicine, but we live in exciting times of online publishing. 
And I would like to see full transparency of health research 
so that we can provide best health care to patients. Perhaps 
we should learn from other disciplines such as physics, where 
testing your research by publishing a manuscript in online 
platforms (arXiv database) prior to a journal submission is 
an accepted practice. Regardless of how the future shapes 
scientific publishing, editors will always be in high demand!

I sometimes joke that being an editor is a professional 
disability; you look for typing errors, inconsistencies, and 
weak conclusions everywhere, from shopping receipts (I 
wish I could correct them with red pen and return to the 
cashiers) to political speeches. Being an editor definitely 
helps being a better researcher by constant practice in 
critical thinking about research ideas and results.

The most challenging task for a new journal today is to 
prove that it is not just another open access journal seeking 
financial income. Demonstrating sustainability, quality and 
stability is not an easy task, and I am sure that it is not easy for 
indexing databases to identify what will be the best addition 
to their ever-enlarging collections. The indexing may be 
particularly problematic for academic and scholarly journals 
that are not affiliated to big publishers. These journals often 
have to distance themselves from numerous ‘predatory’ 
outlets. As the editor of the Journal of Global Health, a 
new open access journal, I enjoy creating its niche in the 
scientific world and testing publishing models for better 
communication of global health research.

My main advice to novice editors is to join editorial 
associations. Editing is a profession that requires skills outside 
research and academic work. A journal editor does not have 
to be an expert in computers and information science, but s/
he has to be skilled in publishing, and especially in digital 
technologies. I remember how I had to learn the Digital Object 
Identifier (DOI) assignment, Extensible Markup Language 
(XML) encoding for PubMed Central, e-locators tagging 
instead of pagination, open-access publishing, endorsing 
Creative Commons (CC) licences, and other developments. All 
these are skills required for proper editing and publishing our 
journals.  

The journals for small scientific communities should take 
advantage of digital publishing to improve their visibility and 
local as well as global influence. We are still thinking in terms 
of published articles and journals, number of pages in the 
PDF, and print-runs.

My advice to novice editors is to work hard, learn 
from others, and enjoy what you do. It may be a slow and 
challenging job, but it rewards those who are honest and have 
a vision and passion for their journals.

Ana Marušić 
Department of Research in Biomedicine and Health,
School of Medicine, University of Split, Split, Croatia;

Co-Editor in Chief, Journal of Global Health;
Honorary Professor, University of Edinburgh, UK;

ana.marusic@mefst.hr

My Life as an Editor  - Ana Marušić
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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

Peer review debate
In April, a panel debate titled ‘Peer 
Review is broken, how do we fix it?’ 
was held at City University, London, 
UK. It was organised by a group of 
science journalists who run the Peer 
Review Watch blog (peerreviewwatch.
wordpress.com). The event attracted a 
wide following on Twitter (see tinyurl.
com/ease-news28) and some of the 
sessions are captured on the blog 
website. The resulting discussions are 
a stimulating overview of the current 
status of peer review.

ACS ChemWorx
ACS ChemWorx (acschemworx.acs.
org) is a new “research management 
and storage system that combines 
reference discovery and management, 
professional networking, group and 
task management and manuscript 
preparation in a single interface” 
specially designed for researchers 
working in chemical sciences. The free 
resource, developed by the American 
Chemical Society, aims to bring 
together the key things researchers 
need to prepare articles. And what 
about editing? Well the resource also 
offers standard and premium English 
editing services, both at a cost.

OA in the UK
The UK government has confirmed 
its support of Gold open access 
(OA) as it seeks to implement the 
findings of the Finch Report (www.
researchinfonet.org/finch). David 
Willets, the Minister for Universities 
and Science, noted that publication 
cost was a valid use of research 
funding and urged publishers and 
other parties to work together to 
develop a sustainable approach. The 
UK’s position is in contrast to the 

support for Green OA shown by 
some other countries. The four UK 
higher education funding bodies 
(www.hefce.ac.uk; March 2014) 
have also issued a policy explicitly 
linking public access with research 
evaluation. And one of the largest 
research funders, the Wellcome 
Trust, has detailed its expenditure 
on article-processing charges (see 
blog.wellcome.ac.uk; 28 March). The 
organisation spent a total of £3.9 
million for 2126 articles in 2012-2013.

New form for DOAJ
The Directory of Open Access 
Journals (doaj.org) has issued a 
revised application form for journals 
wishing to be listed (doaj.org/
application/new). The publication 
of the new form coincides with new 
inclusion criteria and a new process 
for reviewing applications. Journals 
already listed in DOAJ will have 
until the end of the year to provide 
additional information. 

LIBRE: open peer review platform
After some delays, a prototype of 
Open Scholar’s LIBRE peer review 
platform has been made available 
for testing. LIBRE is a free, online 
system that facilitates an “author-
guided open peer review process” 
(www.openscholar.org.uk/libre). It is 
designed to be implemented at any 
time during an article’s lifecycle, and 
uses open metrics to enable users to 
explore options to construct indices.

Stem cell paper attracts 
controversy
Post-publication peer review 
showed its strength in February 
following the publication of a paper 
in Nature (2014;505:641) detailing 
a process for the creation of stem 
cells using an acid bath. Concerns 
about apparently duplicated images 
in the paper were raised on blogs 
and on the PubPeer site (pubpeer.
com), and there was further concern 
about other alleged irregularities 
and the lack of reproducibility. The 
researchers’ institution, the RIKEN 
Center for Developmental Biology 

(CDB) in Kobe, Japan, responded 
quickly, finding two unintentional 
mistakes and four other issues, still 
under investigation. Nature News (18 
March) and the Science Exchange 
blog (blog.scienceexchange.com; 
15 March) report on the confusion 
surrounding the article’s status, with 
the authors considering a retraction.

New megajournals
Two new megajournals were 
announced in recent months. Royal 
Society Open Science is, as the name 
suggests, a broad open-access 
science journal from the Royal 
Society (royalsocietypublishing.
org/royal-society-open-science). 
Science Advances is a sister journal 
to Science. There’s more in Science 
(2014;343:709). Both journals 
will accept papers rejected from 
the publishers’ other journal. Are 
megajournals risky publication 
venues? A blog by the Impact Story 
team explains how to avoid the 
perceived dangers (blog.impactstory.
com; 3 April).

OA Button 2
The student team behind the 
Open Access Button, the browser 
bookmarklet that enables users to log 
and annotate encounters with journal 
paywalls, have announced plans for 
a second version of the button, to be 
released in late 2014, and have started 
a crowdfunding campaign to raise 
funds (blog.openaccessbutton.org; 22 
April 2014).

Joint Declaration of Data Citation 
Principles
FORCE11’s Data Citation Synthesis 
Group has published a joint 
declaration of data citation principles 
following a broad collaborative 
development process. The principles 
are available on the FORCE11 website 
(www.force11.org/datacitation) 
and are intended to embed good 
practice in the citation of data in any 
publication. Interested parties are 
encouraged to use and endorse the 
principles.

JournalGuide, Journalysis, 
JournalMap
Three new resources aim to help 
authors navigate the extensive 
landscape of journals. JournalGuide 
(www.journalguide.com) was 
developed by Research Square, 
and is a way for authors to find a 
suitable venue for their research. 
It is limited to biomedical fields at 
present and encourages authors 
to comment on their experiences 
with particular journals. This latter 
aspect is more explicitly addressed by 
Journalysis (journalysis.org), a free 
service developed by a researcher 
at Bangor University. The idea is 
that authors can access a database 
of journals and post reviews of 
their experiences and read those of 
others.  Finally, JournalMap (www.
journalmap.org) is a search engine 
that enables geographic (location and 
biophysical) mapping of research 
articles alongside keywords.

Keeping updated on ethics
Wiley has published a second edition 
of its Best Practice Guidelines 
on Publishing Ethics (exchanges.
wiley.com/ethicsguidelines). The free 
guidelines include  resources from 
the Committee on Publication Ethics 
(COPE) and other organisations. 
In March, COPE held its European 
seminar in Brussels, Belgium, and you 
can read more in the April edition 
of COPE Digest: Publication Ethics in 
Practice (publicationethics.org/cope-
newsletter). Also in April a special 
issue of Euroscientist journal was 
devoted to ethics in science research, 
with a European perspective. See 
euroscientist.com/ethics.

Open Science: the book
Ever wondered what open science 
is, and what it could be? Opening 
Science – The Evolving Guide on How 
the Internet is Changing Research, 
Collaboration and Scholarly Publishing 
is a new book that aims to open the 
door on this topic. It is available 
for free at www.openingscience.
org, and you can read more about 
the project on the Impact of Social 
Sciences blog (blogs.lse.ac.uk/
impactofsocialsciences; 19 Feb 2014)

Reporting guideline initiative
A collaboration of 28 major 
rehabilitation and disability journals 
is aiming to improve research 
reporting standards through adoption 
of reporting guidelines. The journals 
will require authors and reviewers 
to use relevant reporting guidelines 
when working on any manuscript 
submitted to any of the journals. 
The ultimate aim is to improve the 
evaluation and clinical applicability 
of published findings. There are more 
details on the EQUATOR Network 
site (www.equator-network.org)

More stings and retractions
A French computer scientist, 
Cyril Labbé, identified a series of 
published articles composed by the 
SCIgen software, which generates 
superficially convincing but nonsense 
scientific articles. As a result, the 
publishers IEEE and Springer are 
dealing with over 100 nonsense 
papers published in peer-reviewed 
conference proceedings between 2008 
and 2013. Springer intends to remove 
the articles rather than retract them, 
because they were nonsense, not 
misleading or inaccurate. Meanwhile, 
the “worst science paper ever” 
has been created by Tom Spears, a 
journalist with the Canadian National 
Post newspaper (nationalpost.com; 23 
April 2014). The nonsense paper was 
submitted to 18 ‘predatory’ journals, 
only two of which turned it down, 
and one of which offered Spears a 
place on the editorial board.

Elsevier under pressure
Elsevier has been under scrutiny 
from academics who have noticed 
that some articles available on the 
ScienceDirect platform are behind 
a paywall despite being open access. 
Elsevier blamed technology problems 
and has committed to reimburse 
anyone affected. Problems apparently 
continue on a few articles. A 
summary of the events can be read 
on the Techdirt blog (techdirt.com; 
21 March 2014). More recently, Sir 
Timothy Gowers, a Fields medallist 
based at Cambridge University, has 
been contacting major universities 
in the UK to uncover the financial 

details of their licensing arrangements 
with Elsevier, and has blogged about 
the topic in depth (gowers.wordpress.
com; 24 April 2014).

Citation analysis of data sets
Data curation can sometimes be 
undervalued as a scientific activity, 
simply because it traditionally 
doesn’t result in ‘publication’. 
This devaluation may undermine 
moves to share and cite data in 
scientific publications. Where is the 
incentive to curate research data? 
A recent study published in PLOS 
One (2014;9:e92590) explores the 
bibliometric impact of curated and 
accessible data sets archived at the UK 
National Oceanographic Data Centre. 
The datasets were highly cited, 
although in inconsistent formats, 
suggesting researchers should 
curate their research data so that 
bibliometric impact can be measured.

SHARE
The Shared Access Research Ecosystem 
(SHARE; tinyurl.com/ease-news29) 
is “a higher education and research 
community initiative to ensure the 
preservation of, access to, and reuse of 
research outputs”. It’s a joint initiative 
of the Association of Research 
Libraries, the Association of American 
Universities, and the Association of 
Public and Land-grant Universities. 
In February, the project launched its 
notification system plan, which details 
steps to ensure that scholarly research 
outputs are “discovered and built 
upon in a manner that facilitates and 
accelerates the research process.” The 
aim is to develop robust repository, 
discovery and aggregation systems to 
accommodate publications and data, 
and to encourage innovative use of the 
holdings. 

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. 

EDITORIAL PROCESS

Ford E. Defining and characterizing 
open peer review: a review of 
the literature. Journal of Scholarly 
Publishing 2013; 44(4):311-326 
This article examines the literature 
discussing open peer review, 
identifies common open peer 
review definitions, and describes 
eight common characteristics of 
open peer review: signed, disclosed, 
editor-mediated, transparent, 
crowd-sourced, pre-publication, 
synchronous, and post-publication 
review. It further discusses benefits 
and challenges to the scholarly 
publishing community posed by open 
peer review.
doi: 10.1353/scp.2013.0028

Huh S. The new era of Journal 
of Neurogastroenterology and 
Motility: what should be prepared 
to be a top journal in the category of 
Gastroenterology and Hepatology. 
Journal of Neurogastroenterology and 
Motility 2013;19(4):419-421
The author explains what the editors 
of a journal indexed in the Web 
of Science should do in order to 
improve all processes of editing 
and publishing, ie editorial board, 
description including aims and scope, 
instructions to authors, publication 
ethics, cover page design, lay-out 
style of text, manuscript management 
system, review process, training of 
reviewers, budget including article 
processing charge, eISSN, PMC 
XML or JATS XML, PubReader, 
CrossRef XML for DOI, CrossCheck, 
CrossMark, FundRef, ORCID, QR 
code, journal homepage, journal app 
for smart phone and smart pad, and 
multimedia data.
doi: 10.5056/jnm.2013.19.4.419   

ETHICAL ISSUES

Gasparyan AY, Ayvazyan L, 
Akazhanov NA, et al. Self-correction 
in biomedical publications and the 
scientific impact. Croatian Medical 
Journal 2014;55:61-72
The authors conducted searches 
through PubMed, based on the 
author information, to retrieve errata, 
duplicate, and retracted publications. 
A striking increase in the number 
of corrections appeared in 2013. 
Duplicate and retracted article types 
were those most frequently recorded, 
and a sizeable amount of them came 
from highly productive countries. 
In particular, findings revealed an 
increase of duplicate items, which 
mostly came to the light in the 
digitization and open-access era. The 
study suggests that the increased self-
correction in biomedicine is due to 
the attention of readers and authors, 
who spot errors.
doi: 10.3325/cmj.2014.55.61

Marušić A, Ferenčić SF. Adoption 
of the double dummy trial 
design to reduce observer bias 
in testing treatments. Journal 
of the Royal Society of Medicine 
2013;106(5):196-198
The use of the double dummy trial 
is reported to reduce observer bias. 
Although the use of placebo controls 
(dummy treatments) and blind 
assessment to decrease observer bias 
in clinical trials was introduced at 
the end of the 19th century, it was 
not until the second half of the 20th 
century that placebo controls became 
more widely used. The preparation 
of the placebo interventions becomes 
more complicated: to control for both 
delivery methods, the trial needs to 
have adequate control groups for both 
treatments – an approach referred to 
as the ‘double dummy’ trial.
doi: 10.1177/0141076813485350

Stern S, Lemmens T. Legal remedies 
for medical ghostwriting: imposing 
fraud liability on guest authors 
of ghostwritten articles. Medical 
Writing 2013;22(4):264-271

In industry-controlled research, 
several examples have revealed the use 
of ghostwriters, and the recruitment 
of academics as guest authors despite 
not fulfilling authorship criteria. 
The authors suggest that the practice 
of ghostwriting could be deterred 
through the imposition of legal 
liability on the guest authors. Thus, a 
guest author’s claim for credit of an 
article could constitute a legal fraud.
doi: 10.1179/2047480613Z.0000000
00164

Wager E, Kleinert S. Why do we 
need international standards on 
responsible research publication 
for authors and editors? Journal of 
Global Health 2013;3(2):020301
Most journals concentrate on style 
and formatting but give little or no 
information about research and 
publication ethics. Peer review 
cannot, by itself, prevent fraud or 
misconduct. This article includes 
position statements and the Guidelines 
on Responsible Research Publication 
for authors and editors, which were 
developed after a wide international 
consultation with input from 
researchers and editors. The guidelines 
aim to establish international 
standards and to describe responsible 
research reporting practice.
doi: 10.7189/jogh.03.020301

LANGUAGE AND WRITING

Das N, Das S. Hiring a professional 
medical writer: is it equivalent to 
ghostwriting? Biochemia Medica 
2014;24(1):19-24
Several international guidelines 
including the International 
Committee of Medical Journal Editors 
(ICMJE) guidelines require authors 
to acknowledge the contribution 
of medical writers. This article 
discusses this acknowledgement and 
emphasizes on how acknowledging 
medical writing support can go a 
long way in curbing the menace 
of scientific misconduct including 
ghostwriting. Some biomedical 
editors predict a gradual shift from 
the traditional authorship system 

to a model of contributorship: even 
medical writers who do not always 
qualify as authors would receive 
adequate acknowledgement for their 
contribution.
doi: 10.11613/BM.2014.004

Murugesan R. Publishing a 
journal in English: tips for journal 
editors who are non-native 
English speakers. Science Editing 
2014;1(1):46-48
This article is aimed at non-native 
English speaking journal editors 
who wish to improve the standard of 
English in their journals. The article 
describes several types of language 
professional who can be involved 
in preparing a scientific manuscript 
for publication. Among them, the 
author’s editor is a person who helps 
an author improve the language and 
presentation of a manuscript; a copy-
editor works for a range of clients (ie 
publishers, universities, individual 
authors) and is involved in the 
author’s publishing goals.
doi: 10.6087/kcse.2014.1.46

PUBLISHING

Barić H, Andrijašević L. Why should 
medical editors CARE about case 
reports? Croatian Medical Journal 
2013;54:507-509
In September 2013, CARE (CAse 
REport) guidelines were presented 
and published in several journals. 
Even though case reports are 
indispensable for medical progress 
since they bring attention to novel 
entities, in the evidence based era 
of impact factors and citations, 
they are often considered to be less 
valuable and often neglected by both 
publishers and readers, due to their 
low citation rates. However, case 
reports have not only changed and 
grown more complex in their form, 
but also continue to report on a wide 
range of topics other than direct 
clinical experience. 
doi: 10.3325/cmj.2013.54.507

Libkind AN, Markusova VA, Mindeli 
LE, et al. Bibliometric indicators of 
Russian journals by JCR-Science 
Edition, 1995-2010. Acta Naturae 
2013;5(3):6-12

A representative empirical 
bibliometric analysis of the Russian 
journals covered by the Journal 
Citation Reports-Science Edition 
(JCR -SE) for the period 1995–2010 
has been conducted for the first 
time at the macro level (excluding 
subject categories). The growth in 
the number of articles covered by 
JCR  is ahead of the growth rates of 
Russian publications. The Russian 
research performance is staggering 
(approximately 30,000 articles per 
year) although the coverage of 
Russian journals has expanded to 150 
titles. Over the past 15 years a twofold 
increase in the impact factor of the 
Russian journals has been observed. 
Measures to improve the quality 
of Russian journals are proposed, 
as for example the quality of their 
translation into English.

Singleton A. The first scientific 
journal. Learned Publishing 
2014;27(1):2-4
On the occasion of the 350th 
anniversary of the publication of the 
first scientific journal, Philosophical 
Transactions of the Royal Society 
(Phil Trans), the editor of Learned 
Publishing took a close look at the 
early issues of this journal to see 
how much has changed in journal 
publishing since that time. Surprisingly 
he discovered many features that are 
associated with the modern journal, 
and that today are named as: contents 
lists and indexes, letters to the 
editor, news and views, FAQs, book 
reviews, errata, adverts, illustrations, 
referencing, and peer review.
doi: 10.1087/2014101

RESEARCH EVALUATION

Eyre-Walker A, Stoletzki N. The 
assessment of science: the relative 
merits of post-publication 
review, the impact factor, and the 
number of citations. PLoS Biology 
2013;11(10):e1001675
This article investigates three methods 
of assessing the merit of a scientific 
paper: subjective post-publication 
peer review, the impact factor of 
the journal in which the article 
was published, and the number 
of citations gained by a paper. 

According to the conclusions, the 
three measures of scientific merit 
considered are poor; in particular 
subjective assessments are an error-
prone, biased, and expensive method 
by which to assess merit. The authors 
argue that the impact factor may be 
the most satisfactory of the methods 
considered, since it is a form of 
pre-publication review. However, 
it is likely to be a very error-prone 
measure of merit that is qualitative, 
not quantitative.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pbio.1001675

Finardi U. Correlation between 
Journal Impact Factor and citation 
performance: an experimental 
study. Journal of Informetrics 
2013;7(2):357-370
This article studies how the 
correlation between the Journal 
Impact Factor and the (time-weighed) 
article Mean Received Citations 
(intended as a measure of journal 
performance) has evolved through 
time. It focuses on a sample of hard 
sciences and social sciences journals 
from the 1999 to 2010 time period. 
Correlation coefficients (Pearson’s 
Coefficients as well as Spearman’s 
Coefficients and Kendall’s τα) are 
calculated and then tested against 
several null hypotheses. The results 
show that in most cases Journal 
Impact Factors and their yearly 
variations do not display a strong 
correlation with citedness. Differences 
also exist among scientific areas.
doi: 10.1016/j.joi.2012.12.004

Tort ABL, Targino ZH, Amaral OB. 
Rising publication delays inflate 
journal impact factors. PLoS ONE 
2012;7(2):e53374
In this study the authors used 
publication records of neuroscience 
journals to analyze the evolution 
of publication delay over the last 
decade, and to study whether this 
phenomenon can alter journal impact 
factors. They showed that online-to-
print lags (that is, the delay between 
online availability of an article and its 
print publication) have risen steeply 
in recent years, and that they led 
to earlier citations, and thus to an 
increase in impact factors. According 
to the authors, a simple means to 
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SCIENCE COMMUNICATION

Brownell SE, Price JV, Steinman 
L. Science communication to the 
general public: why we need to 
teach undergraduate and graduate 
students this skill as part of their 
formal scientific training. The 
Journal of Undergraduate Neuroscience 
Education (JUNE) 2013;12(1):E6-E10
The authors argue that incorporating 
formal communication training into 
undergraduate and graduate curricula 
for aspiring scientists will enhance 
the quality of discourse between 
scientists and the lay public and also 
provide general recommendations for 
those interested in developing basic 
science courses with an emphasis 
on communication with a layperson 
audience, with specific examples 
derived from their own training 
experience the focus of which is 
analysis of primary scientific literature 
and mastery of scientific content.

Doshi P, Goodman SN, Ioannidis JPA. 
Raw data from clinical trials: within 
reach? Trends in Pharmacological 
Sciences 2013;34(12):645-647
Many scientific disciplines have 
accepted that raw data, protocols, and 
analysis codes should be widely and 
publically available. Making raw data 
from clinical trials widely publically 
available should reduce selective 
reporting biases and enhance the 

reproducibility of and trust in clinical 
research. Some of the caveats and 
limitations in proposed data-sharing 
policies are potentially restrictive, and 
the authors argue in favour of more 
widespread availability of data from 
clinical research.
doi: 10.1016/j.tips.2013.10.006

Maqbool F, Bahadar H, Abdollahi M. 
Science for the benefit of all: The 
way from idea to product. Journal of 
Medical Hypotheses and Ideas. epub 
February 2014
Coordination between academia 
and industry is extremely important 
for the growth of science. The 
dissemination of ideas is only 
possible with the publication 
and distribution of information 
worldwide. Unpublished new ideas 
remain hidden. It is necessary for all 
scientists to share their ideas, opening 
new opportunities for others to 
work in various aspects of the work 
highlighted. It is important to ponder 
new ways in science, generate new 
ideas and share with others, so the 
concept of “science for the benefit of 
all” remains alive forever.
doi: 10.1016/j.jmhi.2014.02.002

Anna Maria Rossi 
Publishing Unit

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

avoid distortions such as the one 
described is the indexing of articles 
by scientific databases on the date of 
their online appearance, rather than 
on that of their publication in print.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0053374

SCIENCE

Chalmers I, Bracken M, Djulbegovic 
B, et al. How to increase value 
and reduce waste when research 
priorities are set. The Lancet 
2014;383(9912):156-165
This is the first article in a series 
of five papers published in The 
Lancet about “Research: increasing 
value, reducing waste”. It is focused 
on the reductions in waste of 
resources resulting from decisions 
about what research to do. Four 
recommendations are given: the 
ways to improve the yield from basic 
research should be investigated; the 
funders should inform about the 
transparency of processes; investment 
in additional research should be 
preceded by systematic assessment of 
existing evidence; and finally, sources 
of information about research in 
progress should be strengthened and 
developed and used by researchers.
doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(13)62229-1

Larivière V, Ni C, Gingras Y, et al. 
Global gender disparities in science. 
Nature 2013;504:211-213. 
In this paper the authors present 
a cross-disciplinary bibliometric 
analysis of relationship between 
gender and research output, extent 
of collaboration, and scientific 
impact of published papers. They 
used the following parameters: 
authorship, co-authorship, and 
citations. Their findings confirm that 
gender imbalances persist in research 
output worldwide. Globally, women 
accounted for fewer than 30% of 
fractionalized authorships of scientific 
papers; in terms of collaboration, 
women tended to be more 
“domestically oriented” (ie, focused 
on within country collaborations) 
than men; and papers with women in 
prominent author positions received 
fewer citations (on average) than 
those with men in the same positions. 
doi:10.1038/504211a

Correspondence

We recently introduced a web application linked to spatial 
visualization approaches and published academic ranking 
lists (eg the Academic Ranking of World Universities 
[ARWU]).1 This application maps and ranks academic 
and research institutions by a statistical method which 
integrates factors influencing research performance – Best 
Paper and Best Journal Rates (see www.excellencemapping.
net). The best paper rate is the proportion of papers that 
belongs to 10% of the world’s most cited papers, while the 
best journal rate is the proportion of papers published in 
25% of the world’s most influential journals.

One of the potential confounders of research 
performance is the Gross Domestic Product (GDP). 
Countries with high GDP are generally better represented 
in science than those with low GDP. This is particularly 
true for medicine, where scientific research often employs 
expensive laboratory techniques. Another powerful 
confounder of research performance is corruption, which 
hinders scientific progress worldwide. Corruption may be 
particularly harmful for the recruitment of well-educated 
and highly skilled specialist researchers in non-mainstream 
science countries.2

We also argued that a handicap, or a certain disadvantage 
such as weak financial stance, can turn into an opportunity 
for some countries.3 Disadvantaged countries and research 
institutions that beat the competition with powerful rivals 
prove that the “handicap principle” works. The handicap 
principle was originally proposed by a biologist, Amotz 
Zahavi, to explain the evolutionary development of certain 
qualitative features of biological species that help them look 
more attractive and strong and to struggle for survival.4

The proposed web application depicts the outlook for 
research institutions worldwide and distinguishes those with 
higher rankings and better “survival” prospects. Institutions 
with outstanding research performance despite a weak 
financial stance, corruption, or other putative disadvantages 

in their home country are highlighted. As a good example, 
Figure 1 depicts some research institutions from Croatia 
that are included in the excellence mapping of medicine. The 
country ranking is corrected for the Corruption Perception 
Index (CPI) which is set to a global mean. Controlling for 
the CPI results in a meaningful increase in the performance 
of Croatian academic and research institutions; suggesting 
that corruption handicaps scientific research. In fact, the 
University of Zagreb improves its ranking by 228 positions 
after correcting for the CPI, or by excluding the potential 
influence of corruption. This university is viewed as a 
strong and winning global competition institution, with the 
adjusted Best Paper Rate reaching 13.2%, or approximately 
3% greater than the expected Best Paper Rate.
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Handicapped research institutions winning the global research competition:  
A focus on Croatia

Croatian academic and research institutions ranked by the Best Paper Rate (www.
excellencemapping.net). The ranking is based on papers published from 2006 to 2010 
in medicine and is corrected for the Corruption Perception Index.

National and University Library in Zagreb (http://www.nsk.hr)
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Biochemia Medica is the second Croatian scientific journal 
which has been accepted for archiving in PubMed Central 
(PMC) from 2012 onwards. 

PMC is a free full-text archive for biomedical and life 
sciences journals hosted and managed by the National 
Institutes of Health’s National Library of Medicine (NIH/
NLM, USA). For a journal of a small scientific community, 
run by a non-profit scientific society (Croatian Society of 
Medical Biochemistry and Laboratory Medicine), such an 
achievement is an important milestone on the way towards 
improving research performance.1 

Nowadays, a sizeable proportion of scholarly periodicals 
are published by commercial publishing corporations which 
have sufficient financial and human resources to support 
the continuous development of their infrastructure and 
publications. Scientific societies are often limited in funding 
for their periodicals and heavily rely on enthusiasm and 
voluntary professional services of their members. Biochemia 
Medica is one such periodical with limited funding and a 
small team of enthusiastic editors, who voluntarily donate 
most of their time to continuously improving the quality of 
the journal and preserving its papers for current and future 
readers.2 For our editors, it is difficult to keep abreast of all 
the advances in the demanding world of digital publishing. 
There are many challenges faced by our team to improve 
the digital format of the journal. We currently implement 
mobile and multimedia applications, assign Digital Object 
Identifiers (DOI) to our papers, and use the CrossCheck 
software from iThenticate® to avoid plagiarism. The XML 
conversion for CrossRef and PMC has already been 
successfully implemented. We are now moving towards 
using CrossMark, FundRef, and ORCID IDs.We recently 
appointed a research integrity editor to check submissions 
for plagiarism by CrossCheck software.2 Korean colleagues, 
particularly Prof S. Huh from the Department of 
Parasitology and Institute of Medical Education, College 
of Medicine, Hallym University, helped us produce XML 
files and meet the technical requirements for archiving in 
PMC. We are convinced that the availability of our journal 
papers in PMC will increase their retrievability of and will 
boost citations. Only a few medical journals in Southeast 
and Central Europe are archived in PMC, and our journal 
is now in an advantageous position.

We are glad that the forthcoming annual meeting of 
the European Association of Science Editors in Split, 
Croatia will accommodate Prof S.Huh’s and Ms. R. 
Lammey’s (CrossRef) workshop on advanced information 
technologies, which will be of great interest to editors of 
society-supported journals struggling with the production 
of XML files. We also hope that the workshop will encourage 
editors to learn more from experience of journals already 
archived in PMC, such as Biochemia Medica, and will help 
them achieve greater visibility and accessibility for their 
publications.
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Archiving Biochemia Medica in PubMed Central

The need for more editorials cannot be overemphasized. 
Editorial writing should therefore be increasingly 
encouraged through enhancement of author skills, editorial 
help, and peer guidance. Cascading peer review should not 
restrict or discourage editorial writing but help to enrich it.
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Galbán-Rodríguez and Arencibia-Jorge should be 
commended for their timely reminder of the importance 
of editorials highlighted in their article “Editorials and the 
cascading peer review”.1 Editorials stir interest by providing 
critical overviews and insightful commentaries, making 
them one of the most-read journal articles. Editorial opinion 
pieces serve as the conscience of scientific undertakings.

The essence of the index article lies in its acceptable 
contention that the “internationalization of peer review 
of editorials potentially reduces publication bias, avoids 
editorial conflicts of interest, and prevents excessive journal 
self-citations via external evaluation”. Importantly, Galbán-
Rodríguez and Arencibia-Jorge emphasize the critical role 
of cascading external peer review for journal indexing.

The current global move from subscription-based 
to open-access journal publishing justifies the authors’ 
open-access model for editorials. It facilitates archiving 
and indexing, and increases the retrievability through 
bibliographic databases. Open-access publishing, in turn, 
has inspired cascading peer review, which redirects peer-
reviewed articles to a more suitable publication venue.2 In 
the case of editorials, cascading can be realized in journals 
within the publisher’s portfolio through a peer review 
consortium.

An essential aspect discussed by the authors is the need 
to properly acknowledge the ‘surrogate’ reviewers’ efforts 
throughout the cascading process. This is particularly 
important when cascaded editorials are accepted after 
several rounds of reviewer evaluations within a cascading 
consortium.

Galbán-Rodríguez and Arencibia-Jorge press to refrain 
from using editorials to merely boost impact factors. 
Editorial teams of related journals should therefore set 
ethical rules avoiding any citation misuse.

Overall, the writing of editorials has to meet certain 
standards. They are supposed to process available 
scientific evidence. In-depth organization of the content, 
concise statements avoiding a priori arguments, and 
generalizations for future research should be core values 
of editorials. Topics on writing editorials can be included 
in the training of science editors, and learned associations 
may play a decisive role by encouraging evidence-based 
and ethical writing of editorials. Authors can advance 
their skills in writing editorials through topical (thematic) 
education, which is currently supported by most editorial 
associations.3,4 Editors of all journals, and particularly those 
indexed in Web of Science with Impact Factors, can make 
a major contribution by passing on training about how to 
write editorials and avoid irrelevant references. Seasoned 
journal editors can help novice editorialists by acting 
as reviewers and suggesting changes to conform to the 
journal’s scope and style. Generally, the reviewers should 
maintain fairness, avoid bias, and be aware of the cascading 
peer review and publishing guidelines. Publishers, in turn, 
can develop guidelines on unsolicited editorials.  

Editorials should be encouraged and enriched by cascading peer review



European Science Editing 56 May 2014; 40(2) 

Gender and sex in medical research

Based on the concept of political correctness and the gender 
theory,1-3 editors of science journals have more or less 
officially introduced the rule that the word sex should be 
replaced by term gender (eg in tables, in titles of columns). I 
believe that this change requires some clarification to ensure 
more reliable and understandable research data. The World 
Health Organisation (WHO) defines sex as “the biological 
and physiological characteristics that define men and 
women, and gender as a reference to the socially constructed 
roles, behaviours, activities, and attributes that a given society 
considers appropriate for men and women”.4 On the other 
hand, in the International Statistical Classification of Diseases 
and Related Health Problems 10th Revision (ICD-10) Version 
for 2010,5 the relationship between sex and gender is defined 
as follows: “F66 Psychological and behavioural disorders 
associated with sexual development and orientation” – 
Sexual orientation by itself is not to be regarded as a disorder; 
“F66.1 Egodystonic sexual orientation – The gender identity 
or sexual preference (heterosexual, homosexual, bisexual, or 
prepubertal) is not in doubt, but the individual wishes it were 
different because of associated psychological and behavioural 
disorders, and may seek treatment in order to change it”. It 
means that gender identity is not defined by biological sex. 
Nonetheless, biological sex is often, if not always, associated 
with specificities which substantially affect the results of 
investigations in medical research, even in models that do 
not emphasize sex differences (eg in cardiology). If a table 
contains a column entitled Gender/male, it can be interpreted 
that subjects with female biological sex may be listed in the 
column because they consider themselves males (and have 
the respective sexual orientation).

As the WHO approach refers to sex as a biological realm, 
there is no reason for replacing the term sex with gender. 
The replacement is grossly incorrect and misleading for 
medical research. 
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Educating editors

As Armen Gasparyan describes in a recent editorial,1 editors 
of journals need to keep up to date with new technologies 
and publishing trends as well as acquire basic editing skills. 
Books and articles are available for self-teaching and editors 
can attend a course or meeting such as those arranged by the 
European Association of Science Editors (EASE). Editors are 
busy people, however, and often have to limit the number of 
meetings they attend. Editors of society journals, in particular, 
are likely to give priority to their own society’s meetings and 
may miss educational opportunities arranged by EASE and 
other organizations. It might therefore be useful to have on 
the EASE website a list of EASE members who would be 
willing to give talks or lead workshops at other meetings. 
A society’s editorial staff could then arrange a short session 
attached to their usual meeting at which they could hear and 
discuss editing topics relevant to their journal. In addition, it 
would be useful to have some online tutorials or case histories 
on particular topics on the EASE website. Subjects could 
include, for example, suggestions for finding good reviewers, 
marketing a journal, and dealing with ethical issues such as 
conflicts of interest, bias in peer review, and plagiarism. 
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Bellringer challenge
The winner of a recent Challenge within The Lancet to write a 
short piece containing as many phrases as possible that ‘ring a 
bell’ when copy editing. 

It is a given that the principle role played by a copyeditor is 
to employ editorial tools, fulfilling journal style, reflecting 
editorial policy, evaluating accuracy and administering 
necessary alterations to manuscripts (the areas vulnerable to 
error comprise details on research subjects, literature searches, 
disease etiology, pathology phenomena and complicated 
work-ups, amongst others), but the language employed 
by authors commonly suffers abuse, and the paradigm of 
multiple adjectives, prolonged abstracts, and often used 
multi word unnecessary piled up modifiers exhibited in 
many papers may significantly impact upon comprehension 
for the majority of readers, regardless of educational level; in 
light of this, it is critical that we anticipate the problem and 
make sure editing is carried out on an ongoing basis to reach 
the optimal purpose of research: viz. elegant, sophisticated 
illustration of essential concepts for maximal utility.
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