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CitEc as a source for research assessment
and evaluation

Jose M. Barrueco
University of Valencia, Valencia, Spain

Abstract. This paper describes CitEc (Citations in Economics), an autono-
mous citation index focused on Economics. CitEc is part of the RePEc (Research
Papers in Economics) digital library. The paper is structured as follows: sec-
tion 1 analyzes several citation data providers both in the publishing industry and
in the open access area. Section 2 and 3 describe RePEc and CitEc. Finally, sec-
tion 4 explains how CitEc can be used for research evaluation purposes.

Keywords: citation indexes, research assessment, digital repositories, bib-
liometric indicators, citation rankings.

CitEc Kak UCTOYHMK OLEHKWM 1 aHanmaa
nccnengoBaHnm

Xoce M. Bappyko
VHusepcuteT BaneHcuun, BaneHcus, Vicnanus

AnHOTanu4a B pabore omuceiBaetcsa CitEc — aBTOHOMHBIN HHJEKC ITH-
TupoBanus B chepe sxkonoMmuku. CitEc sBnsiercs yactoio RePEc — anexTponHOi
OnOIHOTeKH MaTepHaloB B chepe SKOHOMHKH. MaTepransl JOKIaga CTPYKTY-
PUPYIOTCS B ClIeyIOIIei Mocne10BaTeNbHOCTH: YacTh | aHANU3UPYeT HECKOJIBKO
IIPOBAalIEPOB JaHHBIX IUTHPOBAHHS KaK B H3aTEIbCKOM Jele, TakK H cepe oT-
KpbITOrO focTyna; yacTu 2 u 3 onucsiBaloT RePEc u CitEc; uyacts 4 paccka3sbia-
©T 0 BO3MOXKHOCTAX uctonb3oBaHus CitEc B IeTsIX OIeHKH HCCITeI0BaHHUS.

KnoueBble ca0Ba: HHACKCH LUTUPOBAHMS, OLEHKA MCCIENOBaA-
HUA, MU(poBOe XpaHMUIHINE, OMOTHOMETPHYCCKHE WHIMKATOPHL, PEHTHHTH
LUTHPOBAHUS.

1. Citations and citation indexes

Although there have been many changes in scholarly communication
over the last years, citations still are the foremost means for a researcher

1A
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to acknowledge the work done by her colleagues in which she has found-

ed her research.

Citations are relations between two published documents (citing and
cited), represented by references included in the bibliography of a paper.
They reflect the intellectual influence that the cited paper has had upon the
citing one. In this way, citations received by a publication are assumed as
an indicator of its quality [1] and, therefore, a key piece in any exercise
of research assessment. Bibliometric indicators based on citation counts,
such as the impact factor or H-Index, have been extensively used (and of-
ten misused) for research evaluation purposes.

Bibliometrics helps to easily measure the output of science in terms
of articles published and citations to them [2]. Nevertheless, there is
consensus in the sense that research assessment cannot be carried
out exclusively using bibliometric indicators. It should be a combina-
tion of metrics (including bibliometric indicators) and peer review [3].
Citation-based measures should complement expert peer-review and
never supplant it.

The key role of bibliometric indicators in research evaluation requires
citation indexes in order to provide current and accurate citation data to
be used by research managers, evaluators or decision makers. For many
years the only source of citation data were the indexes published by ISI
(now Thomson Reuters). Fortunately the landscape has changed in the last
decade and alternative sources of citation data have arisen developing an
increasingly competitive marketplace:

+ Elsevier launched Scopus, today the main competitor of Thomson’s
Web of Science. Scholarly databases: including PubMed or those from
Cambridge Scientific, EBSCO and other publishers, are increasingly
providing citation information from their core journals;

* Intermediate services like Mendeley, PlumX or KUDOS are using ci-
tation data extracted from Scopus, Thomson or CrossRef in their pro-
ducts. Such social research networks as ResearchGate also generate ci-
tations from documents uploaded by researchers;

* Repositories, such as arXiv in physics, CiteSeer in computer science or
SSRN in social sciences, provide citation count for a particular paper.

12
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Itis particularly interesting in the case of CiteSeer. His developer, Steven
Lawrence, invented the concept of autonomous citation index (ACT) to de-
scribe a computer system, which is capable of automatically creating a ci-
tation index from literature available on the Internet. It can autonomously
locate articles, extract references, identify citations and identify the con-
text of citations in the body of articles [4].

CitEc is another example of ACI system. It was created in 2001, by the
author of this paper, following the CiteSeer architecture. CitEc has an im-
portant advantage: it improves and simplifies the procedures to identify
citations because it takes the good quality metadata provided by RePEc
members as the source data instead of relying on metadata automatically
extracted from the documents themselves.

Today, Google Scholar (GS) probably is the most popular ACI system.
It has the broadest coverage, trying to deal with anything available on the
web, on any discipline. GS has been particularly successful in such areas
as arts and humanities, or in not-English speaking countries, where there
is a traditional lack of bibliometric tools.

Using ACIs for research evaluation poses some problems: the lack of
authority control for basic data elements, such as author or institution
names; the automatic matching of references to documents based on text
strings instead of document identifiers may produce false citations; the
quality control by the authors themselves and the lack of transparency
about how citation rates are calculated may result in citation manipula-
tion. There are several studies that show the limitations of using GS for re-
search evaluation [5].

CitEc is very concerned about the quality of the data. We agree with
Lawrence that the viability of such system depends on the ability to per-
form its functions accurately. The processes implemented to assure the
quality of the data are described in section 3.

2. A few words about RePEc

RePEc is a collaborative effort of hundreds of volunteers to enhance
the dissemination of research in Economics and related sciences. Thomas
Krichel is the alma mater of RePEc.
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The heart of the project is a decentralized bibliographic dataset of meta-
data about authors, institutions, series and documents (working papers,
journal articles, books, books chapters and software components). So far,
over 1,800 institutions from 86 countries have contributed about 2 mil-
lion metadata records from 2,300 journals and 4,300 working paper series.
About 46,000 authors have registered.

Metadata is contributed by different types of institutions: Economics
departments at universities over the world, central banks (e.g. World
Bank, European Central Bank), research centers (e.g. CEPR, NBER), uni-
versity presses (e.g. Oxford University Press) or commercial publishers
(e.g. Elsevier, Springer).

The collected metadata is then used in various services that provide
some kind of added value to the research community: search engines
(IDEAS, EconPapers), author registration and authority control (RAS),
awareness service (NEP), subject repository (MPRA), usage analysis of
abstract views and downloads (LogEc) or citation analysis (CitEc).

3. CitEc: an autonomous citation index

CitEc is devoted to process, extract and disseminate citation data for do-
cuments available in RePEc. At the moment its database contains more than
800,000 citing documents, 21 million references and 8 million citations.

3.1. Data generation

CitEc is focused on documents available in RePEc. Citations are rela-
tions between those documents only; therefore, citing and cited documents
must have a RePEc identifier. We do not take into account citations where
the cited document is not available in RePEc. This reduces considerably
the scope of the database compared to GS.

Unfortunately, not all documents can be processed (become citing do-
cuments). At the moment we have been able to process around the 75 % of
them. The most frequent cause of failure is the inability to access to the
full text PDF file. It may be due to (1) the document not being open access
or even being in the electronic format for the oldest papers; (2) the URL
provided being incorrect: file either not found or landing page not a full
text document but an abstract page instead.
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In addition to the full text in PDF, we are using input from XML struc-
tured reference metadata. XML is the preferred format due to the high qual-
ity of the data and how easy parsing the references is. The bad side is that
only large publishers (Elsevier or Springer) are able to cope with this for-
mat. Nonetheless, around 60 % of the references extracted come this way.

Once the references have been extracted and split into their constitu-
ent elements (title, year, authors), the next step is to compare each refer-
ence with the metadata in the RePEc dataset in order to identify cited doc-
uments. When the metadata of a document is close enough to the citing re-
ference, we conclude that this reference is a citation. It is important to de-
termine how similar the reference and the document metadata are to be
considered a citation. We use a conservative approach to reduce the num-
ber of wrong positives as much as possible. The rate of false citations in
CitEc is close to zero as opposed to GS, where the number of false citations
is considerably high. For instance, a quick look at my own profile identi-
fied about 20 % of wrong citations. Well, having many citations makes GS
authors happy. Evaluators may be not so happy because checking the cor-
rectness of citations is not easy or, at least, very time consuming.

3.2. Quality control

Quality control procedures that prevent authors from cheating the sys-
tem as described in [5] are required. The quality control of the data in-
volves the detection of wrong and missing content. It relies on the colla-
boration of users and authors in order to add references not processed au-
tomatically and to identify citations not found by the system.

Authors registered with RePEc are allowed to:

» Add lists of references for papers that could not been automatically pro-
cessed. Identification for submitting references is required. The person-
al data of the submitter is logged and made public in the web site so
that anyone can check who has contributed a particular piece of data.
Publicity and transparency is intended to restrict bad practices.

* Identify missing citations to their works. When logged in to their per-
sonal profile, the author is presented with a list of potential citations, i.e.
citations that the system is not completely sure about. Consequently, the
author can claim or refuse them.
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Any CitEc user is allowed to:

* Add missing citations. That is, to indicate that a reference represents
a document available in RePEc. All data included in this way is checked
for correctness by the CitEc team before being included in the database.
In order to further assure the veracity of the data, it is possible for any-

one to report wrong or missing content. We provide such reporting fea-

tures at reference and document level. Reporting should be as easy as pos-
sible for the user.

3.3. Data dissemination

All citation data is made public in RePEc services for (1) information re-
trieval and (2) research evaluation purposes.

Citations indexes have been used for discovering new documents and
surfing the network of scientific literature. CitEc, IDEAS and EconPapers
allow the user to navigate from an interesting paper to related documents
included in the list of references cited. Secondly, for research evaluation,
citation data is used to generate bibliometric indicators and rankings as
described in the next section.

All citation data is also available for anyone willing to re-use it. For this
purpose CitEc provides an API. Its purpose is to enable external applica-
tions to query the database and obtain data through a simple web interface.
If the user needs more detailed data or data formatted in a more suitable
way for her purposes we provide dumps of the database in XML, CSV or
SQL formats. We used to receive about 2/3 requests a year.

4. Research evaluation through CitEc

There are two products generated from the citation data that could po-
tentially be used for research assessment activities: rankings and cita-
tion profiles. Even though still being experimental, these techniques have
grown in importance in the profession. Indeed, there is evidence that they
are used more and more for evaluation purposes (promotion and tenure de-
cisions) and even hiring. Also, country-specific rankings have been used
in various professional publications and even the popular press [6].

It is important to note that the source data is cleaned as a previous step
to build profiles and rankings. Cleaning means: (1) to delete self-citations
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from the same author to avoid artificial and, in some cases, malicious in-
flation of citation scores; (2) to aggregate citations between different ver-
sions of the same document. In Economics it is usual to distribute a pre-
liminary version of the work as preprint in one or several working pa-
per series; secondly to publish a modified version as journal article; and,
sometimes, to upload a post-print version in an open access repository.
CitEc tries to aggregate all different versions of the same work to avoid in-
flation in the author research production.

4.1. Citation profiles

Citation profiles are intended to show a snapshot of the research pro-
duction and citation counts for each author and series (working papers and
journals).

Author profiles are generated for 46,000 researchers currently regis-
tered with RePEc. They include data about: (1) research production: num-
ber of works published and their distribution by year and document type;
books and journals edited; journals or series where she publishes; (2) ci-
tation counts: total number of citations, unbundled number of citations
by work, recent citing documents, total and percentage of self-citations;
(3) relationship with other researchers: co-authors, who is citing her or
to whom she cites; (4) basic bibliometric indicators, such as H-index and
i10-index.

Series profiles are generated for more than 2,000 journals and 4,000
working paper series. They provide production and citation count data in
time series that could be back to 1990 in some cases. They include three
bibliometric indicators: impact factor, immediacy index and H-index.

4.2. Rankings

The implementation of bibliometrics based rankings for institutions of
higher education and research is now being introduced on a full scale [7].
Despite the criticism received, they are extensively used by scientists, sci-
ence administrators and even politicians because allow an easy compa-
rison of individuals and institutions based on objective indicators. RePEc
rankings are generated by Christian Zimmermann and explained in detail
in [6]. In summary we provide a comprehensive set of rankings of authors
and institutions.
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Rankings are created according to 31 different criteria that could be
grouped in: criteria based on the number of works, on citation counts (sim-
ple citation counts, different variations of impact factor, h-index, etc.), on
journal page counts, on popularity (number of abstract views and docu-
ment downloads), and on co-authorship networks. With so many criteria,
it is necessary to provide some kind of aggregation. As Zimmerman ex-
plains, we need to find something that is credible, in the sense that a per-
son outside the profession would find it agreeable the method to determine
who the best economists are. For such a purpose, criteria are aggregated
up using a harmonic mean of the rank orders.

Registered authors can associate themselves with one or more institu-
tions. The affiliation is recorded and used to aggregate all authors from
that institution. This allows ranking of institutions. There are some re-
marks about the ranking criteria when applied to institutions: the institu-
tional H-index h is defined as the number of authors affiliated to that insti-
tution with an H-index of at least h.

In addition to the general rankings, RePEc provides such ranks as those
of top women; young or deceased economists; top researchers by region,
country or research field.
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Predatory publishers threaten the integrity
of research and scholarly communication

Jeffrey B. Beall
University of Colorado Denver, Auraria Library, Denver, Colorado, USA

Abstract. This article provides a brief introduction to the problem of preda-
tory publishers, those that exploit the gold open access publishing model for their
own profit. They use spam to solicit article submissions but often fail to conduct
a proper peer review. They accept most articles submitted in order to quickly
earn the payments from authors. Because they introduce pseudo-science into the
scholarly record, predatory publishers are hurting science and the communication
of science.

Keywords: Scholarly publishing, predatory publishers, science, peer re-
view, open access.

I3patenn-xnwHyKy Kak yrposa LenoCTHOCTH
NCCNefoBaHN N Hay4YHbIX KOMMYHUKaLNY

Ax. b. bunn
bubnunoteka Aypapusi, YHusepcuteT wtata Konopano, HeHsep, CLLUA

AnHoTanus KpaTko omucaHa cutyauus c HU3AaTEISIMU-XUIIHUKAMU,
9KCIUTYaTUPYIOUIUMHU MOJIENIb OTKPBITOro foctyna. OHM HMCIONB3YIOT CIIaM-
pacchlIKy, Mody4yasi TAKMM O0Opa3oM CTAaTbd, HO B OOJIBLIMHCTBE CIYy4yacB HUI-
HOPUPYIOT 3Tall peleH3UpoBaHusA. Takue M3AaTeau NPUHUMAIOT TEKCTHI K ITy-
OIuKauy ¢ LENbI0 3apaboTKa, MOoJydeHUs: AeHEr OT aBTOpoB. OHU 3aCOPAIOT
MHGOPMAITHOHHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO IICEBIOHAYYHBIMHA MaTepualaMu, HAHOCST
BpEJl U HayKe, U KOMMYHUKALUAM BHYTPH Hay4HOI'O COOOIECTBA.

KnroueBsle clIoBa: HayyHble ITyONUKAIIUH, XUIIHUYECKUE H3IATEIH,
HayKa, peLIeH3UPOBaHUE, OTKPBITHIH JOCTYII.

Introduction: Definition of predatory publishers

Over the past few years, we have all heard much discussion about preda-
tory publishers and journals. The topic of scholarly publishing in gene-
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ral and predatory publishers in particular has attracted much attention.
Predatory publishers are those that exploit the gold open-access model for
their own profit. In this publishing model, the publishers charge scholarly
authors a fee upon acceptance of their manuscripts for publication. In the
past, most authors never had to pay money to publish scholarly articles,
but now the introduction of money into the research publishing system has
created many serious problems, including predatory publishers.

How predatory publishers operate

Predatory publishers are businesses created to generate revenue from
scholarly authors needing to publish in scholarly journals. The publish-
ers create from one to several hundred journals that appear to be scholar-
ly journals. They use spam email to advertise the journal and solicit man-
uscripts from researchers. Many predatory publishers are based in South
Asia and Africa, but they also come from other regions, including North
America. Many provide false information about their locations, pretending
to be based in the United States, for example, when they are really based
in Pakistan.

Often, predatory publishers pretend to be associations, institutes, or re-
search centers, but, in reality, most are just small companies, many man-
aged by a single person and often operating out of a house. Many of the
victims of predatory publishers are young researchers, those most unfa-
miliar with the research process. Many are unaware of how scholarly pub-
lishing works. They may receive a spam email from a publisher praising
one of their earlier published works. This tactic is very effective, for eve-
rybody likes to hear praise. Unfortunately, this strategy often results in
young researchers becoming the victims of predatory publishers.

Why predatory publishers are a problem

Because they want to earn as much money as possible, predatory pub-
lishers do not carry out a bona fide peer review. In a high-quality peer re-
view, papers are frequently rejected for publication. Predatory publishers,
however, do not want to reject papers because this means revenue that they
cannot earn. Thus they cheat on peer review. They pretend to carry out
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a proper peer review but tend to accept all submitted papers so they can
earn money from the authors.

This creates big problems for research. Research is cumulative, and new
research uses earlier research as a foundation. For example, research arti-
cles generally have some sort of literature review at the beginning, a sur-
vey of earlier research on the paper’s topic. So when research papers are
not properly peer reviewed, junk science can enter the scientific know-
ledge system, polluting future research.

Also, those doing “advocacy research,” that is, research to support or
promote a political or social cause, can use predatory journals and the easy
paper acceptance they offer to publish their work. For example, if some-
one has created a new drug, he can quickly write articles “proving” that the
new drug is effective, easily publishing the articles in predatory journals.

Predatory journals are like counterfeit paper money. They try to look
authentic and original. They try to trick people into believing that they are
authentic journals.

History of predatory publishers and my work

Predatory publishers began to appear in 2008 and 2009 and saw im-
mediate success. Other entrepreneurs, observing the success, copied the
business model and launched new scholarly publishing businesses, even
though many lacked experience in the industry. One of the factors that has
contributed to the explosion in the number of open-access publishers is
the low barrier to starting up an open-access journal or publisher website.

To start, a new publishing business needs only a website, an email ad-
dress, and some journals. The advertising, usually spam email, is general-
ly free. Many predatory publishers create journal titles that closely match
the titles of respected, existing journals, aiming to trick researchers into
believing that their journal is really the more well-known journal.

The early pioneers of the gold open-access model, both legitimate and
predatory, saw immediate success. That is to say, authors found the model
to their liking. Many began to use grant money to pay the author fees, even
though this means less grant money being spent on research and more be-
ing spent on publishing fees.
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Why they are “Predatory”

In the past, academic libraries were the chief customers of scholar-
ly journals. They purchased subscriptions to the journals and then made
them available to the members of the university community in the library.
Now, increasingly, the publishers’ customers are the authors themselves,
paying for publishing their articles in the journals.

This change has created many unanticipated changes in scholarly pub-
lishing. With the authors as the prime customers, publishers naturally
want to keep their customers happy, so they will use their services and re-
turn again with additional business for the company. To please the custom-
ers, they make peer review easier and faster. Some give discounts for re-
turning authors.

The victim here is science itself, because the peer review process is be-
ing speeded up and dumbed down. Many universities have not changed
their policies to reflect the changes in scholarly publishing. Indeed, many
still only count a researcher’s number of publications, without taking into
account the quality of the journals he has published his work in.

Therefore, scholarly researchers are able to easily write and publish ar-
ticles in pay-to-publish journals. Many also include multiple citations to
their earlier works, so the articles they publish in predatory journals can
often improve their metrics, such as the h-index.

Conclusion

Even top researchers have article submissions rejected from journals
now and then. When a journal rejects an author’s article, it is natural
for the author to feel sad and dejected. At the same time, the predatory
publishers are constantly sending spam email invitations to researchers.
I think in many cases authors whose papers have been rejected are easy
prey for the predatory publishers. Sometimes authors make bad decisions
after a paper is rejected.

The change from the subscription publishing model to the author-pays
publishing model is creating many problems for scholarly communication.
Journals are publishing articles that should not be published. Universities
are granting research credit that should not be granted. Science is being
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polluted with unvetted and low-quality work. Some academic indexes are
now filled with fringe science.

Expertise in scholarly publishing is needed now more than ever. The
scholarly publishing industry needs leaders who can solve the current
problems, especially those created by open-access publishing and preda-
tory publishers. Universities must find new and more effective ways to rec-
ognize academic achievement. The future of science holds much promise.
‘We must ensure that this science is communicated and recorded in the best
possible way.
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Choosing the target journal: a challenge
for authors, editors, publishers and academic
institutions

A. Yu. Gasparyan
Dudley Group NHS Foundation Trust, Teaching Trust of University of Birmingham,
Dudley, United Kingdom

Abstract. Choosing appropriate academic journals for publishing valuable
research studies is of paramount importance for a scientific author’s career ad-
vancement. Widely visible periodicals with indexing in multidisciplinary and spe-
cialist bibliographic databases may promote the author’s output of research work
by exposing it to the relevant audience of readers and citers. Authors should be
skilled to distinguish potentially valuable academic journals from those hindering
their prospects of advancement and reaching out the global scientific community.

Keywords: target journal, scientometrics, authors, ethics.

BbI60p LieneBbIX XXypHaoB: 3afada ana aBTopos,
PEOAKTOPOB, n3aaTenemn n y4ebHbix 3aBeeHuin

A. I0. lacnapsH
VHusepcutet bupmuHrema, Hannv, BenvkobputaHus

AnHoTanus Beibop xypHanoB s myOnMKanuM HAyYHBIX HCCIEIOBa-
HUI UMeeT NEePBOCTEIIEHHOE 3HaueHue Uil pocra aBTopa. M3gaHus, HHIEKCU-
pyeMble B MHOTONPOQGMIBHBIX M CHENHATH3UPOBAHHBIX OHOMHOrpadmuecKux
0a3ax JaHHBIX, CIIOCOOCTBYIOT YCHIICHHIO BUANMOCTH aBTOPA HayYHO-HCCIIEI0-
BaTEJIbCKON PabOTHl Ha MEXIYyHAPOAHON apeHe, MPEeACTaBIsAs €r0 COOTBETCTBY-
IolIeHd ayIUTOpUU YUTaTeNed U OTKPbIBAsi BO3MOXKHOCTH LIUTHPOBAHUS.

KnroueBsie cioBa: eneBoi sxypHall, HQyKOMETpHs, aBTOPHI, ITHKA.

Ongoing researchers from mainstream science countries are usually
mentored by seasoned authors who help to choose the best possible homes
for ethical research. At the same time, authors from developing countries
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and those operating in a disadvantaged scientific environment are often
left without proper guidance and themselves become targets of ‘predatory
publishers’. Despite the absence of strong evidence for advocating certain
criteria for choosing target journals, opinion of experienced researchers
points to the importance of professional relevance, indexing and citability
of the journals. In the era of digitization and open access, publishing mo-
dels offering global visibility and permanent archiving are becoming ad-
ditional factors challenging the authors’ choices and demanding more ef-
forts from editors who struggle to get their journals archived on digital li-
braries and institutional repositories.

Education of potential authors in the field of journal ranking, biblio-
graphic databases and scientometrics may improve their prospects of post-
publication communication and chances for attracting citations. Getting
to know functional characteristics of multidisciplinary databases, such as
Scopus and Web of Science, and realizing the importance of specialist da-
tabases for systematic and comprehensive searches are crucial for authors
who wish to write and publish in the most prestigious academic journals.
Regularly following updates of the Journal Citation Reports (Thomson
Reuters) and metrics published on the SCImago Journal & Country Rank
platform is also a useful exercise for authors seeking evidence-based data
and considering advantages of publishing in indexed sources.

Experts in publishing now recommend that not just impact metrics
of the target journals be evaluated, but also editorial policies, and par-
ticularly the transparency and quality of peer review, authorship poli-
cy and plagiarism prevention. It is becoming increasingly important to
get membership of editorial associations and enforce their recommenda-
tions to attract authors. Author publication charges are also influencing
the authors’ choices, and platinum open access publishing model is gain-
ing more popularity in developing countries (authors and readers do not
pay for publishing and reading while related costs are covered by the tar-
get journals’ sponsors).

Ultimately, the issue of choosing valuable target journals can be re-
solved by joined efforts of authors, editors, publishers and academic in-
stitutions. Internationally recognized, ethical editorial agencies may play
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a certain role as well by improving their clients editing skills, facilitating
the choice of the best possible journals and transparently disclosing all re-
lated charges. Publishers of non-English journals striving to attract more
authors may benefit greatly from upgrading ethical standards and expand-
ing indexing in databases and archives. Fully digitizing contents and us-
ing advanced graphical technologies may offer additional value for the
journals from non-mainstream science countries. Academic institutions
should have policies aimed at improving their researchers’ science com-
munication skills.

Writing scholarly articles is a daunting task for busy professionals and
researchers with little or no experience. It is especially difficult for scien-
tific authors who do not pass courses on science communication and are
not aware of updated recommendations of editorial associations. In the era
of digitization and globalization, recommendations of influential interna-
tional associations are becoming tools for improving science writing and
editing skills globally. The International Committee of Medical Journal
Editors (ICMJE) and Council of Science Editors (CSE) offer an exempla-
ry set of recommendations, which are useful for specialists from various
professional backgrounds. Familiarizing with each ethical and technical
point of the recommendations is a critical step towards mastering ethical
and accurate writing.

There are different types of articles. Learning how to write editorials,
narrative and systematic reviews, original research papers, short reports
and letters is needed for young researchers who seek career advancement
and work on dissertations. Those who work with graphical materials and
propose new methodologies should learn to prepare video articles — poten-
tially influential tools for specialists from non-Anglophone environment.
Seasoned authors also need to regularly update their scholarly communi-
cation skills to increase chances of publishing in high-rank periodicals im-
pacting global science. Regularly searching through multidisciplinary and
specialist bibliographic databases and familiarizing with citation metrics
of Scopus and Web of Science may help to systematize referencing for dif-
ferent types of articles. Systematic approach is especially required for re-
view articles, which are gaining utmost importance in the era of ‘infor-

27



HayyHoe nspaHve mex ayHapoaHoro yposHs — 2016. Marepuans! 5-t MexzayHap. Hayd.-npakT. koHd., 17-20 masi, 2016 r., PAHXul'C, r. Mocksa
World-Class Scientific Publication — 2016. Proc. 5" Intern. Sci. Pract. Conf., 17-20 May, 2016, RANEPA, Moscow

mation deluge’. Systematic reviews are often written by biomedical spe-
cialists. However, authors from allied fields may also gain a lot by imple-
menting systematic approaches in their writing practices. All authors may
improve quality of their works by retrieving and citing evidence-based
and internationally recognized sources. The authors, who biased towards
sources in certain languages and non-selective when editing references,
limit chances of publishing in indexed journals.

The last decade has seen the growth in popularity of research report-
ing guidelines. These are currently available for biomedical and veterinary
specialists who may find points about adhering to these guidelines in the
journal instructions for authors.

An important piece of advice for scientific authors is to accurately struc-
ture title page of their articles and provide all essential information for post-
publication communication. Once published, an article becomes a platform
for expanding research cooperation and networking with like-minded spe-
cialists. Authors should be encouraged to ethically archive and provide
links to their articles on their individual and institutional digital platforms.

The number of retractions of published articles is fast growing.
Interestingly, the number of retractions is particularly high in some top-
rank periodicals where peer review, scientific and language editing are all
in place. Young researchers and authors are in dire need of learning from
others’ mistakes and familiarizing with the roots of flawed reports and
pseudoscience. Final piece of advice to authors from developing and non-
Anglophone countries is to focus more on the quality rather than quantity
of their research output — “less is more”.

Information about the author

Armen Yu. Gasparyan, Department of Research and Development; Dudley
Group NHS Foundation Trust, Teaching Trust of University of Birmingham, UK,
a.gasparyan@gmail.com
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Apmen OpbeBuu [acmapsitH — accoMHMpOBAHHBIN Ipodeccop MO0 MEIHIIH-
He JlemapTaMeHTa HCCICIOBaHMN M pa3paboTok u JlemapTamMeHTa peBMATOJIOTHU
VYuebHoro neHtpa YHuepcutera bupmunrema, Jlamiau, BenukoOpuranus; diieH
Bceemupnoii acconuanuu MeaunuHckux penakropos (WAME). C 2007 r. Beimosi-
HSET HAay4yHYI0 pabOTy W YWTAaeT JIGKIHHU 110 HAYyYHOH METONOJOTHU B Y4eOHOM
neHTpe YHuBepcurera bupmunrema. B 2010-2014 rr. — rinaBHbII pelakTop Xyp-
nana European Science Editing, ¢ 2013-ro — accouuupoBaHHBIN pelakToOp KypHa-
na Rheumatology International (Springer). ABTop psiga cTareil Mo Hay4HOMY pe-
JIAKTUPOBAHMIO U HAYYHO-KOMMYHUKAaTHUBHBIM HaBbIKaM. Bbur penenzenTom Gosee
1000 crareit 1 MHACKCUPYEMBIX HAayUHBIX )KYPHAJOB. SIBISETCS UJICHOM PEIKOJI-
neruit 6osee 20-TH MEXKyHAPOAHBIX JKYyPHAJIOB.
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Updates on writing scholarly articles and
contributing to post-publication communication

Armen Yu. Gasparyan
Dudley Group NHS Foundation Trust, Teaching Trust of University of Birmingham,
Dudley, United Kingdom

Abstract. Writing scholarly articles is a daunting task for busy professio-
nals and researchers with little or no experience. It is especially difficult for scien-
tific authors who do not pass courses on science communication and are not aware
of updated recommendations of editorial associations. In the era of digitization
and globalization, recommendations of influential international associations are
becoming tools for improving science writing and editing skills globally. The
International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE) and Council of
Science Editors (CSE) offer exemplary set of recommendations which are useful
for specialists from various professional backgrounds. Familiarizing with each
ethical and technical point of the recommendations is critical step towards mas-
tering ethical and accurate writing.

Keywords: scholarly publishing, articles, citing, networking, retractions.

O6HOBNEHUS B pEKOMEHAALMAX
MO HaMUCaHWIO HayYHbIX CTaTeN 1 YIYyHLLEHUIO
NoCTNYyONMKaLNOHHOW KOMMYHUKALN

A. fO. lacnapsH
VHusepcutet bupmuHrema, Haanv, BenvkobputaHus

AnunoTranus Hamucanme HaydyHBIX cTaTell — HempocTas 3ajadya Kak
JUJIs 3arPY’KEHHBIX pabOTOMN ONBITHBIX HCCIIEAOBATENCH, TaK U JIJI1 HAYUHAIO-
mUX crennanucToB. OCOOEHHO TPYIHO MPUXOAUTCS aBTOpaM, HE UMEIOIUM
CHUCTEMHOTO IpPEJICTABJICHUS O HayYHOW KOMMYHMKAllUM, OHH HE 3HAIOT 00
OOHOBICHHSAX B PEKOMEHAALMIX BeIyIMIMX NMpodeccHoHaIbHBIX aCCOLUAIU.
B smoxy nmugpoBbIX TEXHOJOTHH PEKOMEHJAIMU MEKIYHapOJHBIX accolua-
[UH CTAHOBSITCS TI00aIbHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM IIOBBIIIEHHUS Ka4ecTBa HAy YHBIX
ny6nukanuii. Mex1yHapoJHbIii KOMUTET PEeaKTOPOB MEIUIIMHCKUX XKypHa-
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noB (ICMJE) u Coset Hayunsix peaaktopos (CSE) mpeniaraior mpuMepHbIi
Ha0Op peKOMEeHAALUH, KOTOPBIE MOJIE3HbI AJIs CHELUAIUCTOB Pa3IMUHBIX IPO-
(eccuil. 3HAKOMCTBO C THYECKONW M TEXHHUYECKOW CTOPOHOM peKOMEHIalui
SIBJIIETCS BXKHEHIINM IIaTOM HA IYTH K OBJIAJICHUIO TOYHOI opmoii akazme-
MHYECKOTO MUChMa.

KinroueBble CJ10Ba: HAyUHOE U3JAHUE, HAYUHBIE CTATbH, UUTUPOBAHUE,
Hay4HbIE CETH, PETParupoBaHHUe.

There are different types of articles. Learning how to write editorials,
narrative and systematic reviews, original research papers, short reports
and letters is needed for young researchers who seek career advancement
and work on dissertations. Those who work with graphical materials and
propose new methodologies should learn to prepare video articles — poten-
tially influential tools for specialists from non-Anglophone environment.
Seasoned authors also need to regularly update their scholarly communi-
cation skills to increase chances of publishing in high-rank periodicals im-
pacting global science. Regularly searching through multidisciplinary and
specialist bibliographic databases and familiarizing with citation metrics
of Scopus and Web of Science may help to systematize referencing for dif-
ferent types of articles. Systematic approach is especially required for re-
view articles, which are gaining utmost importance in the era of ‘infor-
mation deluge’. Systematic reviews are often written by biomedical spe-
cialists. However, authors from allied fields may also gain a lot by imple-
menting systematic approaches in their writing practices. All authors may
improve quality of their works by retrieving and citing evidence-based
and internationally recognized sources. The authors, who biased towards
sources in certain languages and non-selective when editing references,
limit chances of publishing in indexed journals.

The last decade has seen the growth in popularity of research report-
ing guidelines. These are currently available for biomedical and veterinary
specialists who may find points about adhering to these guidelines in the
journal instructions for authors.

An important piece of advice for scientific authors is to accurately struc-
ture title page of their articles and provide all essential information for
post-publication communication. Once published, an article becomes

31



Hay4Hoe nsparme mex ayHapoaHoro yposHs — 2016. Matepuansi 5-i MexayHap. Hay4.-npakT. KoHe., 17-20 mas, 2016 r., PAHXulC, r. Mocksa
World-Class Scientific Publication — 2016. Proc. 5" Intern. Sci. Pract. Conf., 17-20 May, 2016, RANEPA, Moscow

a platform for expanding research cooperation and networking with like-
minded specialists. Authors should be encouraged to ethically archive and
provide links to their articles on their individual and institutional digital
platforms.

The number of retractions of published articles is fast growing.
Interestingly, the number of retractions is particularly high in some top-
rank periodicals where peer review, scientific and language editing are all
in place. Young researchers and authors are in dire need of learning from
others’ mistakes and familiarizing with the roots of flawed reports and
pseudoscience. Final piece of advice to authors from developing and non-
Anglophone countries is to focus more on the quality rather than quantity
of their research output — “less is more”.

Information about the author

Armen Yu. Gasparyan, Department of Research and Development, Dudley
Group NHS Foundation Trust, Teaching Trust of the University of Birmingham,
Dadley, United Kingdom, a.gasparyan@gmail.com
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a.gasparyan@gmail.com
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Getting new academic papers to readers using
topic selectors!

Thomas Krichel
Open Library Society, New York, USA

Abstract. I introduce systems that announce new academic documents from
a library of document descriptions. These announcements are organized by volun-
teers. I propose that this is an effective additional way to disseminate academic docu-
ments. [ discuss basic features of a software system [ wrote to enable such services.

Keywords: academic documents, digital libraries, current awareness, ma-
chine learning.

MouncK HOBbIX NMyBNMKaLNiA
No TemaTtn4eckoMy pybpukaTopy

T. Kpuxernb B
O611ecTBO OTKPbLITbIX bubvoTek, Hbto-Vopk, CLUA

AHHOTanmu4 B crarbe mpeaCTaBICHBI CHCTEMBI, MO3BOISIONINE AHOH-
CHUPOBATh HOBbIC HAyYHbIE JOKYMEHTHI U3 OMOIHOTEKU OMMCAHUM ATHX JOKY-
MeHTOB. HOBBIC JTOKYMEHTHI BHIOMPAIOT BOJNOHTEPHL. [lo MHEHHIO aBTOpa, 3TO
3G GEKTUBHBIN JONOIHUTEIbHBII CIOCOO A PacHpOCTPAHEHUS HAYUHBIX JO-
KyMeHTOB. OCBEIIAIOTCSA OCHOBHBIE OCOOGHHOCTH MPOTPAMMHON CHCTEMBI, KO-
TOPYIO0 aBTOP HAMMUCAJ [JIsl TOTO, YTOOBI CO3/1aBaTh TAKHE YCIYTH JUIs UNTaTENeH
1 BOJIOHTEPOB-CEIIEKTOPOB.

KnoueBbsle c10Ba: HayuyHble MyOnukanuu, nupposbie OuOINOTEKH, CO-
BpPEMEHHOE CO3HAaHUE, KOMITBIOTEpPHOE 00ydIeHHe.

1. Introduction and motivation

I understand that this is a meeting for academic publishers. You orga-
nize the production and distribution of academic documents. You deliver
them to readers. Readers, usually, are other academics.

' The paper is dedicated to the memory of Aiiryn Tesney.
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Conventional wisdom has it that the average academic reads for one hour
a week. Thus, attention to academic papers is rather limited. Publishers
need to make sure that their documents get to the readers that may be in-
terested in them. This is the generic problem I will talk about today. Let
us call this the academic awareness issue. In this paper, I write about my
perspective on this issue.

I am not a publisher, but a librarian. As such I am interested in build-
ing collections of documents. And then I build services that use the collec-
tions. This background has an impact on my own view about the acade-
mic awareness problem. As I see it, we have documents and we have read-
ers. One way to get documents to readers is to gather a collection of them
in a library. Then survey the library for new documents periodically, say,
every week. Then send an alert to a potential reader for a subset of the do-
cuments deemed to be in the reader’s interest.

Such a service is called a “current awareness” service, in library
speak. Chances are, you have not heard about the term. But it is sure-
ly one way to address the “documents to readers” issue. It has some li-
mits. It concerns new documents only. This may appear to be an impor-
tant limitation. However, new documents are the ones that really matter.
Granted, the rate of decay of the importance of old documents is disci-
pline-specific. But more recent documents have links to older documents
in the form of references. Awareness of new documents implies to some
degree awareness of old ones. And knowledge of new documents is criti-
cal for academics to monitor whether their current work is not already
done. Thus getting new documents to readers is the bulk of the acade-
mic awareness issue.

One way to help solving the academic awareness issue is to have selec-
tors look through incoming documents, and then forward those that fall
into a topic to a group of potential readers. This is what I set up close to
twenty years ago. I continue to work on this issue. In section 2, I will give
a bit of history. In section 3, I discuss alternative approaches. In section 4,
I discuss requirements for such systems. In section 5, I describe infra-
structure that I have built. In section 6 I outline the current state of imple-
mentation. Section 7 is about sustainability. Section 8 concludes.
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2. History

My main claim to fame is the creation of the RePEc digital library in
the 1990s. It is a digital library for economics. I was an academic econo-
mist at the time. I realized that the fledging Internet could be put to good
use for scholarly communication. There were no online papers in eco-
nomics until I come along and published the first one. But email lists exit-
ed at the time. These could enable a new current awareness system. There
was a document source. The Department of Trade and Industry (DTI) of
Her Majesty’s government produced a publication called “Corej”. The ti-
tle stood for “contents of recent economics journals”. Each issue of Corej
had two parts. The first were photocopies of title page of journals received
by the DTT’s library. The second were data about new working papers re-
ceived by the library of the University of Warwick. This university li-
brary had an important special collection of economics working papers.
They claimed that theirs was the largest on this planet. This list was typed
and organized by broad Journal of Economic Literature (JEL) subject
codes. I wanted to distribute this via email lists. The head of the collection,
Geoffrey E Cleave, refused. That’s when I started on my own collection,
which in turn, in 1997, became RePEc. In the early 2000s, the Warwick
collection was closed.

In 1998, I decided to go back to the current awareness issue. I want-
ed to work on current awareness for the incoming documents in RePEc.
I chose to work on working paper stock only. There are two reasons for
this limitation. First, the publishing delay in economics is that long that
any formally published paper is no longer new. Second, working papers
are issued in collections that are not subject-specific. This makes current
awareness more difficult as a subject-specific publication infrastructure
does not exist. Thus I set out to build a system of subject-specific reports.
Since I cannot take the availability of JEL classification values as given,
each report would be headed by a selector usually known as the report edi-
tor. Editors really work as selector, but the term “editor” has stuck. Each
week they select what papers, drawn from the set of all papers are rele-
vant to the subject of their report. Any human effort involved in the com-
position of the weekly set of new additions is be handled by a general edi-
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tor. The first general editor was John S. Irons. The initial 1998 implemen-
tation used email only and asked editors to cut the non-relevant papers out
of the email.

In [1] T set out ideas for a purpose-built web-based selection system.
As RePEc had grown, the flow of new papers had grown as well. I fore-
saw that a time would come, when selecting papers by hand would be too
much work for a volunteer selector. Dealing with the increased flow would
require a sophisticated report issue production system. A first version of
such a system was coded by Roman D. Shapiro in 2003. It is called “er-
nad”. That is an abbreviation for editing reports on new academic docu-
ments. [ designed the system. In [2] the last version of the resulting speci-
fication is described. It is no longer current. In fact it is now severely out
of date. In 2014 I started work on refactoring the ernad code. The aim
is to build a system that can handle various implementations. There is
now a fledging second implementation, the neSoS system http:/nesos.in-
fo. I am planning an implementation based on PubMed data to be called

“Biomed news”. I will not go into the detail of specific implementations.
I will make some general points.

3. Alternatives

There are, of course, other ways to run a current awareness service
than having a bunch of selectors go through long lists of documents every
week. A library can offer a service where subscribers can maintain a profile.
When new documents appear in the library, the library services issues an
alert. The problem here is for users to maintain an adequate profile of their
interests. It can work in area when there are precise technical terms describ-
ing a subject. It can also work if there is a very finely-granulated subject-
classification. Maintaining such a classification and applying it to all docu-
ments is a labour-intensive process. Even the National Library of Medicine
needs several weeks. In practice, such systems have had limited success.

4. Requirements

What do we need to run a human-based can be broadly classified in-
to human labour, a technical installation and some raw material. The raw
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material is what I have been referring to as a digital library. For this pur-
pose, a digital library is nothing more than a collection of document de-
scriptions. As a minimum, each document must have a title, an identifi-
er, and a link for further information. The latter may include a facility
for full-text delivery. The title is anchor for that link. Finally, the library
must try to ensure that each document has a different identifier and that
the identifier is stable over time. Unfortunately, digital libraries don’t al-
ways get the identification process right. For example, the RePEc digital
library is dealing with economics working papers. Often, if two co-au-
thors are based at different institutions, the working paper is published in
two different working paper series. RePEc will assign two different iden-
tifiers to these papers. For readers however, they are duplicates. Therefore
some addition filtering schemes may be required to avoid sending dupli-
cate documents.

A second problem with the maintenance of a stock of recent additions is
that they may not all be new. A publisher may decide to add a whole set of
back data. It is a good idea to add a date to each record. But that is not suf-
ficient. The meaning of that date must be fairly homogeneous across items.
This meaning can be tough to ascertain. Think for example of the case of
digitized historical materials. Thus the concept of newness is very much
collection-specific. Thus we have a requirement that we need some com-
mon understand of what new actually means, within the confines of the
digital library we set up our system.

Moving on from the raw materials, let us move to the labour part. We
need selectors performing topic-specific selections. In NEP, we call them
editors. It is not the best term but the term has stuck. Editors work for free.
Most of them are junior academics. They have to be on top of the latest re-
search anyway. Their reward is name recognition. Anecdotal evidence sug-
gests that some NEP editors have been doing well out their reports. Any
service can grow as long as there are editors available for further reports.

The selectors perform two tasks. One is required. The other is optional.
The required task, T1, say, is to select the documents that go into the cur-
rent report issue. Once the selection is made, an optional task, say T2, is to
change the order of the documents.
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The required task itself falls into two sub-tasks. And again the first
is required and the second is optional. The required task T11 is to se-
lect documents that fall within the topic of the report. The optional
task, T12 is to select the papers that go into the report issue from the
ones are on topic. Both tasks can be, and may have to be, helped using
sophisticated computational tools. If we have the right tools, then the
work of the editors is relatively easy to do. I will discuss the infrastruc-
ture in the next section.

The last requirement we have is a group of people that oversees appoint-
ment and dismissal of editors. In NEP, this group is called the “politbu-
ro”. Surely this is a management task. But if we want to do it thoroughly
we need empirical evidence. The most interesting one is evidence suggest-
ing that a selector does a bad job. To really ascertain that we would need
other subject specialists who would study the selectors work and point out
papers documents should not have been included and documents the edi-
tor has missed. But help from subject specialists is tough to find. One al-
ternative specialist is not enough. We need several to build a convincing
case that the selector is doing a bad job. In the complete absence of alter-
native subject expertise, there should be some way for quantitative indi-
cators to replace the external subject expertise. This is a subject for con-
tinuing research.

5. Infrastructure

This brings us to the topic of infrastructure. The infrastructure has
three parts. One is internal. It is the production part that allows editors to
compose report issues. The other is the external part. This part dissemi-
nates report issues. It also sets out a general web site. The third part is in-
strumental. It allows placing advertisements into the subject report issues
and on the web site. This is important for the financial sustainability.

The current version of the ernad software partially implements all in-
frastructure requirements. Support for editors is the key to the internal in-
frastructure. I call this the production system. Selectors log in with their
report handle using a password. Then they see a list of issues to work on.
Upon selection of an issue, they look at the documents in the issue. They
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then select the relevant papers by topic, task T11. In the next screen, they
select the papers to be put into the issue, T12. The decision support for T11
is called presorting. It is a key feature of ernad. Based on previous selec-
tions by the selectors ernad makes a forecast on what documents are most
likely to be included at in the report. A presorted report issue has the docu-
ments in the issue sorted by that likelihood. The most likely documents
are at the top.

Presorting can come in two forms. The first form is full presorting. The
second form is truncated presorting.

With full presorting we present all documents in the new additions set
to the selectors. Selectors have a choice. Either they work with a presort-
ed issue or with an unsorted issue. Whatever their choice, they see the full
list of new additions for the week, say.

When the number of new additions may be very large, it may not be
possible or not be interesting to show all of them in the web interface
to the user. For example, an implementation of ernad on PubMed would
probably involve 40,000 documents. These could be paged, but nobody
would go through all the pages. Thus all issues need to be truncated at a
certain number of documents. This is truncated presorting. In this form,
an unsorted report issues makes no sense, as it would be truncated in an
arbitrary way.

Truncation involves two problems. First, we need to determine whether
we use all the non-included documents for learning, or only those that the
user has actually examined. Second, and most importantly, at the open-
ing of a report, we cannot just hand over all the documents to the rookie
selector. We need to pass a truncated list. This list cannot be prepared us-
ing machine learning, because when we open a report, we have no training
data. I have worked to implement what I call “seeding”. It involves a set of
examples that the selector would create manually as part of the procedure
to open a report. The features found in the examples can be used to build
queries on the new addition list, using standard information retrieval algo-
rithms. Then the scores for each query can be summed up for each docu-
ment to get a document score. The document score can be used to rank the
documents. The resulting list still has to be truncated.
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The result of T11, select by topic is passed to T122. This is the selec-
tion by non-topic. There no current support for task T12 built into ernad.
For NEP, the main issue in T12 is to filter documents that are duplicates
of documents that have already been announced. [3] is a proposal on how
the build a system that would highlight duplicates. This is not implement-
ed. Without a decision supports system it is not realistic for selectors to re-
member past issued documents. Imagine a system that remembers past is-
sued documents and that can compare them to current candidates for is-
sue. Then the task of filtering duplicates is easy. However, non-topic selec-
tions may be based on other criteria. These could be that the selector does
not think that the document is appropriate for the audience. Or the docu-
ment may contain a survey. Thus it would contain no new results. The se-
lector may not like this. This sort of “like” factor is something we can’t
write a decision-support system for.

Now task consider T2, changing the order in the issue. Ernad fully sup-
ports this on a separate screen. Documents can be moved up or down using
arrow buttons. Selectors can also assign numeric weights to documents
and sort in ascending or descending order by the assigned weights.

Finally the ernad production system allows previewing the issue in
HTML and plain text formats, respectively.

This concludes the part of the infrastructure that is for production, and
leads directly into dissemination. Traditionally NEP reports have been cir-
culated by email. There are two challenges with that medium. First, it is de-
sirable to propose both text and HTML mail. For consistency, they should
contain the same information. And the HTML part should look the same
as the general web interface that the service is using, to achieve a coherent
look and feel to the service. This fine-tuning of consistency is a lot of work.

2 The distinction between non-topic and topic selection is very important for the
maintenance of accurate learning data. Learning data have to be fed all documents
that are in the topic selection, Whether these have been included in the report issue or
not does not matter. To understand that, consider the case where a selector finds a du-
plicate document. The editor would exclude it from the report. If the excluded docu-
ment would be indicated as negative, the learning data would contain two documents

with essentially the same features. One document would be negative. The other one
would be positive. With such input any learning algorithm would get confused.
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6. The state of implementation

By construction, ernad can run independently on many digital libraries
for many communities. Each is an ernad implementation. There are two
running implementations, NEP and neSoS. And there is one in planning,
“biomed news”. For each implementation there things in common with others
and there are things that are different. The ernad software, as written now,
uses Perl code for all the common components. All the implementation-spe-
cific components use XSLT. Basically, the production part of the ernad sys-
tem is its own model-view-controller framework. The model is the XML da-
ta that represents a report issues. The viewers are XSLT style sheets. The
controller is the Perl script that manipulates the report issues. A lot of these
scripts use the DOM implementation of Perl that make calls to LibXML.
Thus it would not be too hard to translate the scripts into another language.

Learning works through support vector machines (SVM). Since feature
selection is implementation-specific, I use XSLT style sheets to extract fea-
tures from XML document data. There is support for recognizing multi-term
features from keywords expressions in the metadata. I have spent a lot of time
devising a system that can reuse existing SVM model build on older train-
ing data. Model-building is done asynchronously. Thus presorting can be do-
ne very fast when a new addition set comes along. This implies that a large
number of report issues can be presorted quickly. It is a matter of using ex-
isting models rather than building models for all reports at the time a new is-
sue comes out. This also implies that we can use a lot of learning data without
having to worry that the model building will take a long time given the large
input. It is all done while the user is offline and while no new issue is pending.

The current implementation still has limits. I already mentioned that du-
plicate detection is not done. The system uses Mailman mailing lists, but
the extent of the branding only goes to the subscription page of Mailman
lists. It does not extend to other pages let alone into the administrative
emails that Mailman sends out.

7. Sustainability

Electronic mail is not the only way to disseminate subject reports. We
can also use RSS, for example. NEP even provides Twitter feeds. They is-
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sue reduced document descriptions. But email is the best method. It reach-
es everybody. And we can incorporate advertising. Advertising conveys
sponsor messages. NEP has an infrastructure sponsor who pays for the
machine NEP is running on. In addition, NEP can accommodate issue
sponsoring. This is where the sponsor’s message goes out to every report
in a certain issue. NEP can also incorporate report sponsoring. This is
where a sponsor’s message gets displayed in all issues of a certain report
for as long as the sponsorship is being paid for. The combined issue and
report sponsorship has raised about $3000 so far. This is a modest sum.
But I have not been aggressively looking for sponsorship and NEP edi-
tors don’t have much of an incentive to look for it. There is a limited au-
dience to academic economics papers. Essentially they are other acade-
mic economists. One can imagine more lucrative systems. A system based
on PubMed, for example, if it collects email addresses of medical doctors,
could generate sponsorship from pharmaceutical companies. This could
raise substantial revenues.

8. Conclusions

The systems we describe here are very difficult for librarians to under-
stand. Librarians love to search. They have a hard time believing that there
can be an information retrieval system that does not involve any searching
at all. Instead of searching, it involves learning. When information needs
stay constant, learning is more powerful than searching. Learning works
through examples. Examples of what the user wants to see contain more
information about information needs than search strategies. Learning
works best when the information need stays constant. The constancy of
the information need is enforced by the static nature of the report top-
ic. Let me give you an example. I ran a sos-rus report in neSoS on the to-
pic of Russia. After a few trained issues, in the first place in the presort-
ed document list, there appeared a document on the Komi Republic. The
document did not mention “Russia”, or “Russian”. How does the algorithm
learn find out that this paper is relevant? Papers about Russia are written
by Natasha, Sergey and Oleg etc, and these authors are rare on non-Rus-
sia papers. Also, papers about Russia talk about oil, gas, oligarchs, cor-
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ruption, vodka... No user will take the time to enter all of these keywords
in her search strategy. But a machine learning system can understand this
from the examples. This is where the power of machine learning comes in-
to play. It is time to put it to use in academic publishing systems.
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Peer review — a view from the social sciences
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Abstract. This report provides an overview of peer review processes,
mainly drawing on the experience of the journal “Sociology”. It describes the
role of the journal editors and some of the common issues that arise, including
the quantity and quality of reviewer comments, timeliness, and how judgments

on papers are made.
Keywords: peer review, quality, editors, reviewers, decision making.

PeLieH3npoBaHme C TO4YKM 3peHNs
coumarnbHbIX HayK

Kapum Mypaxu
OTKpbITbIV yHUBEpcuTeT, YonToH Xonn, BennkobputaHus

AnHoTtanusga CraTes npeacTaBisieT co00H 0030p MPaKTUK PEEH3HPO-
BaHMUsI Ha IpuMepe xkypHana “Sociology”. OnucaHa poiib peakTOPOB KypHaJIa,
MOAHUMAIOTCSI HEKOTOpPbIE OOIME BOIPOCHI, HAIIPUMEP, O KOJIMYECTBE U Kaue-
CTBE KOMMEHTAPHEB PEIEH3EHTOB, aKTyaJIbHOCTH Pa0dOTHl M MPOLENype MPHHSI-

THUS PEIICHHUSL.
KnrodueBble €J0Ba: peleH3UPOBAHNUE, KAYECTBO, PEAAKTOPbI, PELCH3CH-

Thbl, IPUHATHUC PECUICHUA.

In this report I provide an overview of peer review, mainly drawing on
my experience as one of the Editors (since 2013) of the journal “Sociology’
(http: //www.soc.sagepub.com). My experience extends to reviewing for
around 30 other journals in the social sciences; while there are differences
of detail and process among them, the broad guidelines of what counts as
satisfactory peer review is to a large extent the same across many journals
I know of. There is nonetheless not a ‘one size fits all” pro forma or use of
grades and categories.

1)
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To introduce and contextualize the issue of peer review a report of a re-
cent conference at the Royal Society in London on the future of scholar-
ly publishing [1] is a good starting point. In the opening of that event the
President of the Royal Society raised these issues:

(a) Is peer review ‘fit for purpose?” How should it be reformed to serve
science as well as possible?

(b) With the widespread criticism of the Journal Impact Factor, how
else should we measure scientific quality for the evaluation of individu-
als and institutions?

(c) How can we ensure that published results are both reliable and
reproducible?

(d) Are the mechanisms in place for detecting and dealing with scienti-
fic misconduct effective? How can we reform the culture of science to
tackle the causes of misconduct?

(e) How might the future look?

(f) What about the ‘business of publishing’? How commercial do we
want it to be and who (if anyone) should profit? [1, p.4].

These questions go to the heart of this 5" International Conference. The
concerns of the Royal Society stretch beyond the social sciences and 1
would direct readers to look at the report for themselves. One point to
stress though is that peer review is really a 19" century invention, before
which scientific journals employed others means to assess the scientific
worth of papers [2].

The Peer review process at “Sociology”

The Editors of “Sociology” are appointed by the British Sociological
Association (the BSA — the professional body for sociologists) to whom
the journal belongs. The appointment process is competitive and is based
on a case or a manifesto of what the Editors aim to achieve with the jour-
nal. While BSA journals are selected in this way, other journals appoint
editors in different ways.

Being an Editor is a major commitment — at least 3 years, and this pe-
riod can be extended, so the current editors are serving a term of 5 years.
Editors are not paid, nor are reviewers (though some publishers do provide
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a discount voucher for book purchases as a form of recompense). So, edit-
ing and reviewing is undertaken as a professional responsibility to the dis-
cipline, as well as a means of reading and staying up to date with research
papers well before they appear in public.

Being an editor is prestigious and that prestige is associated with the
individuals who occupy the role as well as the institution(s) that employs
them. By providing some time or work allocation to editing the institution
or university provides a service to the discipline as well. One issue in the
future could be whether this is sustainable. If universities refused to ‘sub-
sidize’ staff time in this way, many journals would have to re-think their
mode of operation. I understand that there are journals where the Editors
are paid or earn some income from the journal’s subscriptions though the
precise way this works in not known to me.

The roles of the Editors are varied. We are the ultimate decision mak-
ers on all papers submitted to the journal; we also decide the ‘running or-
der’ of each issue, and the ways in which articles are grouped. As almost
all papers are published online first, the paper publication usually follows
at least six months after the paper becomes available to subscribers. We al-
so initiate new content and developments such as podcasts and around so-
cial media such as Twitter.

To deal with ca. 400 papers per year submitted, the editors draw on
the expertise of an Editorial Board, as well as an Associate Board. These
members of these two boards do the bulk of the review, though there are al-
so non-board reviewers selected for their expertise and to spread the work-
load. It has become noticeably more difficult to get non-board people to
agree to review papers. This has led “Sociology” to considerably expand
it Editorial and Associate Editorial Boards. There are now 30 people on
each — the main Editorial board is made up of more experienced and senior
academics, who have extensive experience of publishing in and reviewing
for journals; the Associate Board is for people less experienced, or some-
times experienced people who still want to be of service but just review
fewer papers than main board members. The editors can also call on a list
of International editorial advisers and for papers with a specific geographi-
cal focus, or in the specialist area of the board member this is very useful.
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The workload is high. When I was a member of the editorial board from
2004-07 the average was 12 papers a year. At that time the journal re-
ceived around 250 papers a year and the work was spread among 20 board
members. The increase in submissions led to the creation of an Associate
Board, who were expected to review around 6 papers a year. However,
main board members review anything up to 18 or so papers a year and
Associate members review up to about 12 a year — though these are maxi-
ma and the average will be a bit lower. “Sociology” operates a policy that
all papers have to be reviewed by at least one member of the main board.
While the main work of reviewing falls to the board members the Editors
are still able to call on a database of around 2000 peer reviewers on the
Scholar One/Manuscript Central database.

Being a member of the Board is a significant role and the names of all
members are listed inside the cover of every issue. There is a high demand
to join. In the latest round in 2016, the journal received 149 applications
for 17 vacancies on the Associate Board. In the previous year there were
120 applications.

In terms of the content of reviews the main issues are

— Quality and quantity of comments

— Timeliness

— Linking the comments with the decision/recommend outcome

Reviewers are provided with guidelines of what is expected in a review
and this is followed in most cases. However, in a small proportion of re-
ports, including ones by experienced academics, the review is too short
to provide meaningful feedback to authors or to aid editor decision-mak-
ing. Or there is a significant gap between the report and the decision; for
example, a very critical review may end with a ‘minor revisions’ decision.

Reviewers have the option to use a ‘confidential comments’ box that
is seen by the Editors only and not sent to authors. Where this is used to
qualify a report it can be very helpful. For example, the reviewer may note
the limits of their expertise on the topic or the methods, or that they were
divided between two possible decisions.

Some journals require only text comments from reviewers. “Sociology”
also has a ranking grid — this too is just for editors and not shared with au-
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thors. It too can be useful in deciding between alternative decisions — such
as whether to reject a paper or to request major revisions. The large num-
ber of submissions to “Sociology” and its impact factor tend to mean that
on average only around 20 % of papers are ever accepted for publication.

It is not uncommon for there to be a difference of opinion between two
reviewers. Where this is small the Editor will use her/his judgment in de-
ciding the outcome. Where the difference is large — this is not common,
but it does occur — a third review will commonly be sought. The third re-
viewer will not be aware of the other two reports so they can take an inde-
pendent view of the merits of a paper.

In writing to authors asked to revise their papers the editor will ‘steer’
or direct the author to focus on specifics issues in the reports. When pa-
pers are resubmitted, authors are asked to provide a covering letter to ex-
plain how they have addressed the reviewer’s comments. Papers are re-re-
viewed and will usually be acceptable though it is not unknown for fur-
ther revisions to be required, or for a paper to be rejected even after it has
been revised.

The journal has an impressive average turn around period of 58 days
to provide a decision. Satisfaction with the process is also impressive; last
year 100 % of authors said they would submit to and publish with the jour-
nal again.

Peer review is a feature all journals I know, including Open access ones.
It generally works well but it is not perfect. These two paragraphs of the
debate ‘for’ and ‘against’ peer review from the report of the Royal Society
sums up the situation:

FOR: Peer review has the functions of evaluating findings for testabi-
lity, reproducibility and interpretability. Given the impact on researcher’s
careers, it must be done fairly. It has served us well over a long period of
time; it’s not perfect but it’s not ‘broken.” It uses checks and balances to
provide quality assurance and helps authors improve their paper. Journals,
in turn, develop a level of credibility and status as a result of how well they
do peer review.

AGAINST: Peer review is faith-based (not evidence-based) slow, waste-
ful, ineffective, largely a lottery, easily abused, prone to bias, doesn’t de-
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tect fraud and irrelevant. In the age of the Internet, we no longer need it.
We should publish everything and let the world decide. Peer review in
journals only persists because of huge vested interests. There is a dearth
of hard evidence as to peer review’s benefits. In fact, the evidence points
mostly to its detriments. Peer review does not detect errors... [1, p. 8].

These are just snippets and, again, [ advise readers to look at the report
in full. In my view peer review is an inescapable feature of scholarly pub-
lishing. It has not always existed and perhaps there will be other ways of
assessing research papers in the future, particular ones based more on digi-
tal technologies. But for now, it remains the accepted standard for schol-
arly publishing.
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Abstract. Thisreport provides an overview of ethical issues in journal pub-
lishing, covering the roles of editors, reviewers’ authors, and publishers. It pro-
vides some case studies from the social sciences to illustrate the ways in which
alleged breaches of ethical codes have been dealt with.

Keywords: ethics, journals, codes of practice, investigation.

Ispatenbckasa aTuka — OT KOJEKCOB K MEakKTrnKe

Kapum Mypaxun
OTKpbITbIN yHUBEpCUTeT, YonToH Xonn, BennkobputaHus

AHHOTanus [lpeacraBieH 0030p 3THYECKUX BOMPOCOB B cdepe Kyp-
HAJBbHBIX MMyOMUKAIWi, BKJIIOYash POJNb PEIaKTOPOB, aBTOPOB M H3JATelNeil.
IpuBeaEHO HECKOIBKO MPUMEPOB M3 00JIACTH COLUANIBHBIX HAYK, IEMOHCTPHPY-
IOIIMX BO3MOXKHBIC BAPHAHTHI HAPYLICHUS STUIECKUX KOJIOB.

KnroueBbIe CJI0Ba:dTHKA, KYyPHAIBI, HOPMBI IPAKTUKH, PACCIICJOBAHNE.

Ethical concerns and debates arise most commonly in the area of re-
search proposals and methods, rather than publication of research.
In a widely used textbook in the UK on “Social Research Methods”
(Oxford University Press, 2014, 4™ edition) the author Alan Bryman iden-
tifies two broad perspectives on ethics — universalist and relativist. The
universalist view maintains that ethical precepts should be applied equal-
ly over time and in different places because they rest on principles that
are applicable to all. The relativist position argues that there may be cases
where ethical codes are difficult to apply; or, thought of in terms of time
and space, that ethical standards have changed over time, and there are
different standards and expectations in different places. These two po-
lar opposites are introduced here via the teaching of research methods be-
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cause it is in that context, rather than publishing, that ethics are more com-
monly taught and debated. Postgraduate research students will have to
subject their proposed fieldwork to an institutional ethics committee for
approval. Having passed that stage, ethics around publishing seem to arise
only in situations where there has been a transgression or a problem of
some sort. However, I think there is much to be gained by expanding the
scope of the debate to address publication ethics, which could usefully be
added as an element of postgraduate and professional training.

The tension between the aim of holding to universalist standards and
treating every case independently and on its merits is not easy to resolve,
especially in practical situations. Neither perspective is wholly satisfacto-
ry because if the universalist approach is too rigid, it could be argued that
the relativist view is too flexible. Striking the right balance between firm-
ness and flexibility is not a straightforward matter, particularly as stan-
dards of accepted practice in the social sciences has changed over time in
regard to both research and publication.

The opening section suggests that the scope of ethical responsibility is
mainly about the researcher or the writers of research papers, and start-
ing with research methods and proposals is bound to do that. The scope of
publication ethics is however far wider and applies to all parties involved
in publishing. The publisher Elsevier’s quick guide to publishing ethics
helpfully illustrates this. They state that:

The publication of an article in a peer-reviewed journal is an essential
building block in the development of a coherent and respected network of
knowledge. It is a direct reflection of the quality of the work of the authors
and the institutions that support them. Peer-reviewed articles support and
embody the scientific method. It is therefore important to agree upon stan-
dards of expected ethical behavior for all parties involved in the act of pub-
lishing: the author, the journal editor, the peer reviewer, the publisher and
the society of society-owned or sponsored journals (https:/www.elsevier.
com/editors/publishing-ethics).

Publication ethics therefore are not just about and a matter for author(s),
but also the editors of journals and expert reviewers of papers. Furthermore
the professional society or organisation that protects and supports a dis-
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cipline, as well as publishers themselves are also parties to the process.
Elsevier usefully summarises a range of responsibilities and interested
readers are advised to look at the hyperlink provided.

From this I want to highlight these key issues for the various parties:
the duties of journal editors are to act fairly and confidentially in relation
to all decisions. I would add that conflicts of interest should also be de-
clared. Reviewers are also expected to maintain confidentiality and de-
clare any conflicts of interest, for example if they have some persona asso-
ciation with the person(s) they think are the author(s) of the paper. It is in-
teresting to see that replying promptly is also listed as a duty of reviewers,
as this is a very important issues for journals in informing authors of deci-
sions in reasonable time. The duties of authors are more extensive and in-
clude issues around originality of the work and plagiarism; including all
authors of the paper and in an agreed order where there are multiple au-
thors; and avoiding redundant, concurrent or multiple publication of the
same data. Authors are also expected to have acted ethically during the
research, to disclose any conflicts of interest and to declare and acknow-
ledge any funding source for the research. The duties of the publisher in-
clude ‘ensuring that advertising, reprint or other commercial revenue has
no impact or influence on editorial decisions’ (https:/www.elsevier.com/
editors/publishing-ethics). In other words, the inclusion of papers in the
journal should be based solely on the quality of the work. Like other pub-
lishers, Elsevier work across the publishing industry to set standards for
best practices matters such as ethics, and how to deal with errors and re-
tractions when they arise.

In the UK, and beyond, many journals are members of the Committee
on Publication Ethics (COPE). This body started with the medical sciences
but has expanded to cover other sciences. It provides advice to journal edi-
tors and publishers about all matters related to publication ethics. As well
as guidelines and training in ethical issues it also produces a number of
flowcharts to guide decision-making. These cover issues such as:

* How to respond to whistle blowers;
» Conflict of Interest;
* What to do if you suspect an ethical problem;
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* What to do if you suspect a reviewer has appropriated an author’s idea
or data.

These open access resources are very helpful and available in six lan-
guages, though not Russian. (http:/publicationethics.org/resources/
flowcharts).

From matters of principles and codes of practice I look now at some
examples of ethical challenges encountered at the journal Sociology of
which I am one of the co-editors. These cases are written in a general man-
ner to maintain the anonymity and confidentiality of individuals involved.

Challenges to editorial decisions

Authors will sometimes query the decisions of an editor. This is usual-
ly done informally as a request for more information. The journal ope-
rates on the basis that the Editor’s decision is final. The journal’s Editors —
because they have been chosen for their expertise and through a rigorous
process — are regarded as appropriate individuals to make these judge-
ments by the owner of the journal, the British Sociological Association in
the case of Sociology. The editors and the BSA may look further at que-
ries to an editorial decision if there has been a factual error (i.e. the re-
viewer submitted a review scores for a different paper and there has been
a mix up), due process has not been followed or if an instance of perceived
or actual conflict of interest is indicated by key decision makers. However,
in most cases where editorial decisions have been challenged, the original
decision has been upheld.

Suspected plagiarism/Copyright Infringement

This is an increasingly complex area and many journals now use soft-
ware programmes that scan the web to check whether papers duplicate
other work by the same author(s) or infringe copyright. Sociology has
dealt with a number of cases of suspected plagiarism and/or copyright in-
fringement. In all cases to date, a complainant has come forward to claim
that published work is plagiarised. After investigation, in some cases the
complaint has been upheld, though there are also cases where the claim
against the author(s) has not been upheld. The investigation process draws
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on experts in the area to examine detail provided by the complainant and
to help the journal make a decision on whether there is a case to answer.
This always involves the publisher and legal counsel as there is scope for
this to become a matter of employment law for the author(s) concerned.

However, plagiarism is a complex area in attempting to determine the
original source of the data/ideas: who had the idea first? What is the source
of the data? How has it been stored and repurposed? Are there indications
of date that can be used as proof? Where multiple authors are involved,
what connections/relationships are involved? How has the work been pro-
duced by the team? In such cases the BSA has always involved its publish-
er, SAGE, in the investigation and determination of any action.

Duplicate publication

The journal has addressed cases of duplicate publication. Pieces of work
that were identified as being very close in nature and conclusions to that
published elsewhere. The identification was made prior to publication by
the BSA. Our processes involved having a number of academic experts
examine the works to judge the nature and severity of the duplication. The
authors were invited to respond. In some cases, we have concluded that
the duplication was too great and that the piece due to be published by the
BSA did not constitute an addition of original material to the academic re-
cord and we have chosen not to publish. In others, we have found that dif-
ferences were adequate enough to warrant publication.

Unethical behaviour

We have faced a number of instances of suspected/claimed unethical be-
haviour by authors, editors and peer reviewers. We have considered each
case individually, in some cases finding that there has been no misconduct,
in others that there was behaviour warranting concern. Regardless of out-
come, we have investigated and communicated clearly with all parties to
express concerns and conclusions. For these types of situations, we can-
not describe patterns or generalisations because they are situation-speci-
fic. These types of cases can be the most challenging because there may
be very different perspectives on what constitutes ‘misconduct’ and its
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severity. There may then also be differing perspectives on the action that
should be taken and by whom.

The practical examples show the process involved in dealing with some
of more common aspects issues of publication ethics. The cases that come
to light involve investigation of each case individually and matters of
judgement involving experts as well as editors and publishers. Thus they
tend more towards the relativist than the universalist stance towards ethics.
Codes of practice are useful because they chart a course between the two
poles and aim to hold principles, including fairness that should apply to all
parties concerned.
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DOAJ as a gatekeeper for quality Open Access
journals’

Tom Olijhoek
ScienceOpen, Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ), Amsterdam,
The Netherlands

Abstract. This article gives an overview of the role played by DOAJ
(Directory of Open Access Journals) in promoting and safeguarding the quality
of Open Access journals. DOAJ policies regarding open access, intellectual prop-
erty rights and questionable publishers are explained in detail. We also provide an
updated status of open access publishing in Russia.

Keywords: open access, scholarly journals, evaluation, criteria, predatory
journals, ScienceOpen, Directory of Open Access Journals, DOAJ.

DOAJ Kak xpaHunvLLe ka4eCTBEeHHbIX XypHaioB
OTKPbITOro AocTyna

Tom Onuiixoek
ScienceOpen, DOAJ, Amctepaam, HunepnaHabi

AnHoTanus B crarbe nmokazana ponb DOAJ (CripaBouHHK XYpPHAJIOB
OTKPBITOTO OCTYTIA) B IPOJIBHKEHUN B 00€CIIEYeHHH COXPAHHOCTH KauecTBa
KYPHAJIOB OTKPBITOro JocTyna. JleTanbHo paccMoTpeHa monutuka DOAJ
OTHOCHUTENBHO OTKPBITOTO JOCTYIIA, 3aLIUTHI IIPaB MHTEJUIEKTyalbHONH c00-
CTBEHHOCTH, M3JI0XKEHA IO3ULUS OTHOCUTEIBHO COMHUTEIbHBIX HU3AaTelei.
Ocoboe BHUMaHHE y/enseTcsl 0OHOBJICHHUIO cTaTyca MyOauKaluii OTKPBITOTO
jpocryna B Poccuu.

KnroueBsle CIIOBa: OTKPBITHIH NOCTYI, HAYYHBIE )XYpPHAJBI, OLECHKA,
KPUTEPHH, COMHHUTEIbHbIE XKYPHaIbL, 0a3bl JaHHBIX, ScienceOpen, Directory of
Open Access Journals, DOAJ.

'This article is based in part on the recent publication "Criteria for open access and
publishing" in ScienceOpen: DOI: 10.14293/S2199-1006.1.SOR-EDU. AMHUHV.v1
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What is “Open Access”?

With the increase in the number of journals, the number of interpreta-
tions of the term “open access” used by journals and publishers has risen
simultaneously. The 2002 and 2010 BOAI definitions of Open Access [1]
clearly state that:

By “open access” to [peer-reviewed research literature], we mean
its free availability on the public Internet, permitting any users to read,
download, copy, distribute, print, search, or link to the full texts of
these articles, crawl them for indexing, pass them as data to software,
or use them for any other lawful purpose, without financial, legal, or
technical barriers other than those inseparable from gaining access to
the internet itself.- The only constraint on reproduction and distribution,
and the only role for copyright in this domain, should be to give authors
control over the integrity of their work and the right to be properly ac-
knowledged and cited.

Many open access publishers still limit the use of open access publica-
tions to free reading and use custom copyright transfer agreements and re-
strict author rights. Most often, however, publishers limit the rights of au-
thors by making them sign exclusive publishing agreements where the au-
thors sign away their publishing rights or where copyright is left with the
author but the publisher claims the commercial rights.

These issues and many others are addressed by the latest set of accep-
tance criteria developed by DOAJ.

But first, let us start with the status of open access publishing in Russia.

The status of Open Access in Russia

DOAJ currently lists 177 Russian journals. Out of these, 42 have sub-
mitted reapplications, 42 have failed to reapply before the deadline, and 19
are new applications from new journals that are to be evaluated.

There is an ongoing good cooperation with NEICON. Nine journals
have been recently accepted in DOAJ, and 11 journals are currently in the
process of evaluation. All the journals apply the CC-BY license. Russian
journals in DOAJ hold different CC licenses, 90 % of the other Russian
journals in DOAJ hold different CC licenses.
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More than half of the reapplications for existing journals employ non-
CC-like licenses, i.e. a publisher adapted a version of open access licens-
ing. More often than not, these licenses are not up to the standards of good
publishing practices and are often contradictory in terms of copyright and
usage conditions. In conclusion, there seems to be a need for proper expla-
nations on the issues of good publishing practices, copyright and licens-
ing conditions.

DOAJ’s new criteria can guide new and existing open access publishers
in getting to know the basics of quality open access publishing.

DOAJ’s new criteria

Since the DOAJ criteria were released for public comment before imple-
mentation, they have attracted a lot of comment and attention. Some of this
feedback was received through public consultation, which later was adopt-
ed into the criteria themselves; while some of it has been through the reuse,
adoption or absorption of the criteria into other organisations’ working
practices. For example, the Principles of Best Practice and Transparency [2]
used DOAJ’s criteria as a starting point, and, in July 2015, Scopus (owned
by Elsevier) started flagging Open Access journals listed in their database
using DOAJ indexing as one of their criteria [3]. It is imperative that the
criteria do not exist as a static set of rules but are able to adapt and grow to
continue to accurately reflect the state of open access publishing. To that
effect, they will occasionally be updated, and publishers will be invited to
update their entries accordingly. New standards and best practices will be
included and, as the community devises ways to combat questionable pub-
lishers, those tools will be included as well.

The new DOAJ criteria are divided into 5 groups: 1) Basic Journal
Information; 2) Quality and Transparency of the Editorial Process;
3) Openness of the Journal; 4) Content Licensing; 5) Copyright issues.

In addition, DOAJ selected 7 criteria, according to which those jour-
nals meeting these requirements get the DOAJ Seal for excellent levels
of open access, adherence to Best Practice and high publishing standards.
It is important to note that these extra criteria are not required for accep-
tance into DOAJ.
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A special word on copyright and licensing

We encourage that copyright and licensing information is provided with
all individual articles. This is because articles have a post-publication life,
which is often separate from the journal. To allow users of the article to
know easily what they are allowed to do with the content is an important
service that publishers should provide to readers. Embedding the licens-
ing information into the articles is not a requirement for acceptance into
DOAJ but it is required for the Seal.

The application of a Creative Commons license is encouraged but is not
actually required for acceptance. Publishers may choose to use a non-CC
equivalent so that licensing terms in some form are always available on the
site. Creative Commons licenses have been part of the DOAJ fabric since
2008; however, it is important that DOAJ makes concessions for non-Cre-
ative Commons licenses. This is explained by the fact that at the time of
creating the new criteria, CC licenses were not officially recognised in
every country in the world, thus DOAJ must remain as inclusive as possi-
ble. A journal using a non-CC license, but stating clearly on the site what
the terms of the license are, must indicate that in their application.

The Case of Hybrid Journals

Why does not DOAJ index hybrid journals? After all, they play a role in
open access publishing and are often journals with that traditional merit
of ‘high prestige’. Those journals are often linked to publishers of reputa-
tion and even quality; indeed, they have become the “traditional” publish-
er’s answer to getting a foot into the open access market.

Despite the evidence of the contrary (do a search on “Directory of Open
Access and Hybrid Journals”), DOAJ has never indexed hybrid journals.
DOALIJ was set up to list journals that were not based on a subscription
model in any way.

The Case of Questionable Publishers

An additional phenomenon that has been causing concern during recent
years is unethical “publishers” trying to exploit the APC business model.
These questionable publishers (as we prefer to label them) are exploiting
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the potentially lower entrance to the journal market based on the payments
of APCs. Under the traditional subscription model, publishers cannot set
up so easily publishing enterprises and launch journals in huge numbers
overnight. A generic questionable publisher might have 20-30 journals all
launched on the same day. Questionable publishers profit from the pub-
lish-and-perish syndrome and are targeting primarily authors from devel-
oping countries [4], who are eager to be published in “international” jour-
nals. DOAJ is responding to the issue of questionable publishers, not on-
ly by applying tougher and more detailed inclusion criteria, but by means
of collaboration with other organizations to fight this abuse. The earlier
mentioned Principles of Transparency and Best Practice and the recently
launched ThinkCheckSubmit campaign, empowering researchers to make
more informed decisions before they submit their work to journals, are
both examples of such activities.

The DOAJ Seal Journals that fulfil the minimum requirements are ac-
cepted into DOAJ and automatically get a green Tick next to them to show
that they have passed the newer, tighter criteria. In order to promote best
open access publishing practice, fulfilling 7 extra criteria make open ac-
cess journals eligible for the DOAJ Seal.

Note that all journals in DOAJ must achieve a certain level of quality
and best practice to be indexed and inclusion in the DOAJ already denotes
quality and the seriousness of the journal. The Seal is intended as a badge
reserved for those journals and publishers who really adhere to best prac-
tice in the context of open access publishing. Note also that the Seal is
proof of outstanding quality in (open access) publishing practice and is not
an assessment of the quality of the science.

New Developments: introducing the DOAJ API

One of the greatest advantages of DOAJ, for journals and authors alike,
is that being indexed in DOAJ vastly increases the visibility and discove-
rability of the published content. A survey of publishers in 2013 [5] con-
firmed that, for them, this was the single greatest reason to be includ-
ed in DOAJ. DOAJ has excellent page ranking in Google and a journal’s
home page in DOAJ floats to the top of searches in a way that the actual
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web sites URLs do not on their own. Providing article metadata to DOAJ
is a service to authors and this is one of the reasons that we include these
criteria in the DOAJ Seal. Furthermore, DOAJ’s metadata is made avail-
able in many different ways and is used all over the web. Almost every-
thing that we do at DOAJ in terms of development aims at increasing the
visibility of peer-reviewed, open access content and the API and metada-
ta harvester pilot projects are no different. We have launched an API with
a suite of functionalities and are also working on a program for automatic
harvesting of metadata.

Our API [6] has been launched in 3 phases. Phase 1 is a Discovery
API and opens up the database to external queries and localized searching.
It allows developers to incorporate the DOAJ into their own database, in-
creasing the visibility of all DOAJ content in numerous places. Although,
we have already enhanced that visibility through discoverability and link-
ing tools, such as OpenURL and OAI-PMH, the API allows so much more,
not least in terms of creating customized searches and datasets. Phase 2
has launched a part of the API that allows publishers to create, read, up-
date and delete (CRUD) their journal and article metadata in DOAJ. This
represents a huge improvement for the open access publisher community.
Unlike other indexers, DOAJ does not go out and collect metadata from
indexed journals but relies on the publisher themselves to upload content
to us. Of course, this is a limitation and the amount of metadata uploaded
is only a portion of what it could be. By enabling the CRUD API, pub-
lishers will, almost seamlessly, be able to upload their article content to
us with a minimum amount of effort. Phase 3 has recently been conclu-
ded and the API now enables bulk applications, which will be music to the
ears of some of our larger customers, and some widgets, allowing DOAJ
a greater, branded visibility in external databases.
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Hay4Hasa coCTOATENbHOCTb 3KCMEPTHOM OLIEHKN
3MPEKTUBHOCTM PabOThbl YHEHOTO:
B MOVCKax NOTEPSHHOIO CMbICIa

H. A. ApTemeHko
CaHkT-lNeTepbyprckunii rocynapcTBeHHbIV yHuBepcuTeT, r. CaHkT-IleTepbypr, Poccusi

AHHOTanusa Bce Gonplinii pe3oHAHC Cpeid POCCHICKUX YYEHBIX TOJY-
gaeT peopMa HayKH, HaIpaBJIeHHasl Ha MOBBIIIEHUE YPPEKTHBHOCTH OTEUYECT-
BEHHOU HayKu. B snuIieHTpe 00CyKACHHUS, TaK UM HHAYE, OKA3bIBACTCS BOIPOC
0 KPUTEPHUSX OLEHKHU dPPEKTHBHOCTH pabOTHI yUSHOTO, & TAKIKE O TOM, YTO, COO-
CTBEHHO, TOHUMAETCS MO/ «IKCIIEPTHOM» oleHKol. B cTaThe cTaBuTCS BOmpoc:
BO3MOYKHO JIM CJIeJIaTh HAYKOMETPHUIO «COAEPIKATEIbHOI», a HE TOJIBKO KOJIHYe-
CTBEHHOMW, U BO3MOXKHA JIM O0BEKTHUBHAS DKCIIEPTHAS OIICHKA HAYYHOW padoThI.
Kakoif 1omkHa OBITh TONUTHKA PEIIEH3UPOBAHMS B XKYpHAJIe, MOJyJyaromeM Ha
paccMoTpeHue aecsaTku crareii? Kak coxpaHUTh BBICOKUH YPOBEHb HayUHBIX I1Y-
Onukanuil u m30exaTh npodaHaly CaMOro ITOHITHS «HAYYHOCTH»?

KnioueBrle ci0Ba: HAyuyHbIH KypHaJ, ayTEeHTUYHOCTh HAy4YHOI'O Mpo-
n3BeeHus, 3P PEKTHBHOCTD HAYKH, IKCIIEPTHAs OIIeHKa, HAYYHOCTb.

Scientific justifiability of expert assessment
of effectiveness of the scientific work:
in search of lost meaning

Natalia A. Artemenko
St. Petersburg State University, St. Petersburg, Russia

Abstract. The reform of science, which is being carried out in our coun-
try and which is directed, first of all, towards the improvement of the scientific
work effectiveness, has recently received increased attention among scientists.
In the highlight is the question of criteria for evaluation of a scientist’s effective-
ness, and also of what, actually, is meant by the term “expert” assessment. In
the article, the question is raised whether it is possible to make scientometrics
qualitative, not just quantitative, and whether the objective expert assessment of
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scientific work is in general possible. Other questions are how the review policy
of a journal receiving dozen articles for consideration must be shaped, as well as
how to maintain the high level of scientific publications in such a journal and to
avoid the profanation of the “scientific quality” concept.

Keywords: academic journal, authenticity in science, effectiveness of sci-
ence, expert assessment, scientific quality.

He cekpet, uTo abcomtoTu3amnusi METO0B HAYKOMETPUU JIJIsI ONpeJie-
neHust 3pGEeKTUBHOCTH PabOTHI YUCHBIX TPUBOIUT K HAPACTAHUIO CIIOCO-
0OB M METOJIOB UMHTAIIUW HAyYHOU JICATEILHOCTH, KOTOpasi Oy/aeT ocy-
MIECTBIISITECS TAKUM 00pa3oM, UTOOBI OTBEUATh KPUTEPUSIM HAYKOMETPH-
YECKUX MOJIX0/0B. S 3T0 HAOII0Iat0 B CPE/ie CBOMX KOJIJIET, 0COOCHHO MO-
JIOJIBIX (MOJKHO J1a’K€ TOBOPUTH O HOBOM TTOKOJICHHH <«JICJIBIIOB OT HAYKN),
KOTOPBIE CTPEMSTCSI K IIPOJIBHIKSHUIO TI0 CITYKeOHOU JIeCTHUIIE U OBICTPO
«OCBaMBAIOT) CIOCOOBI COOTBETCTBUS TeM ()OPMAIBHBIM KPUTEPHUSIM, KO-
TOpBIE HEOOXOAUMBI JJIsl «YCIICIIHOW» Hay4yHOU Kapwepsl. [lonm «ycrmer-
HOCTBIO» BCE 4Yallle TOHUMAETCsl He Hay4dHasi paboTa Kak TakoBasi, a 00b-
€M JIOTIOTHUTENIBHOTO (pHAHCHPOBaHHUS (B BHJIC TPAHTOB), KOTOPOE HAUH-
HAOIINI «yYEHBINH» CMOT MPUBJIEYh B CBOW MHCTUTYT (Ka4€CTBO T'PAHTO-
BBIX 3asIBOK U X SKCIIEPTHAS OlEHKA — ATO OTACIIbHBIA pa3roBop). [ onka
32 COOTBETCTBUEM BHEITHUM KOJTHUYECTBEHHBIM TPEOOBAHUSM MPUBOIAUT
K BBIpa0OTKE BCEBO3MOXKHBIX ITPUEMOBY, HE HMEIOIIUX OTHOIICHHUS K pe-
aJIbHO OCYIIECTRBIISIONICHCS HAYUYHOH JesiTebHOCTH. Hanpumep, BMecTo
oobemHol ctathu B 30—40 ctpanun usnaBarh 3—4 crarsu mo 10 crpa-
HWII, & MBICJTH, KOTOPBIE JIOJDKHBI ObLTH ObI BEIHAIIIMBATHCSI U CO3PEBATH,
OBITH MOXET, HE OJMH T'0J, BBIOpAchiBaTh HEO(POPMIICHHBIMH B MyOJIH-
Kalliu, 9TO, OC3yCIOBHO, CHIIKACT OOIMH YPOBEHb HAYUYHBIX HCCICIO-
BaHW, MpEeBpaIIaOIIUX HX, CKOpee, B HAYYHYIO MYOIHIIUCTHKY — 3TO
B JIUIIeM ClIy4ae, WJIM B Hay4dHbIe (paHTa3uu (HO HE B HAYyUHYIO (aHTa-
CTHKY!) — B Xy/IIIIEM; HO IPU 3TOM COOTIOAA0TCS (hOpMaIbHbIC KPUTCPHUH
HaJI4¥sl HEOOXOMMOTO KOJIMYeCTBa cTaTel. Bo3pacTaer Takxke mpakTH-
Ka COaBTOPCTBAa B I'YMaHUTAPHBIX HAayKaX, KOTOpas BCErla Haxoaujach
OJT TIOZIO3PEHUEM M HUKOT/Ia He ObliIa CTOJIb MomysisipHa. bonee Toro, Ta-
Kasi IPaKTHKa CTAHOBHUTCS YCJIOBHEM BbDKMBAHUS B By3aX M YHHBEPCHUTE-
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Tax, Ha KOTOPHIC HAKJIAJBIBAIOTCSI OC3yMHbBIE TPEOOBAHUST KOITUYCCTBCH-
HOTO (2 HE Ka4eCTBEHHOT0) XapakKTepa.

Kak ormeuaet B ctaThe «HaykoMeTpust Kak pa3HOBUIHOCTH O€3yMHUS)
B. B. MupoHoOB, «...B CHTyalluu, KOTr/ia MyOJUKAIIUK CTAHOBSATCS 9yTh
JIA HE €IMHCTBEHHBIM KpUTEpHeM d(PPEKTUBHOCTH HAYUYHOH NEATEIIBHO-
CTH YYE€HOTO U TeM 0OJiee MperoiaBaTelisi, HayKOMETPHUS TIpeBpamacTcs
B MOIIHOE CPEJACTBO MAaHHUIYJIUPOBAHUS. YUEHBIX HAUMHAIOT PAH)KUPO-
BaTh, M HE MPOCTO C IEIbI0 CTUMYJIHUPOBAHUS, HAIPUMED, UX MTyOIHKa-
IIMOHHOW aKTHUBHOCTH, a, TPEXKJIC BCETO, C ICJIbIO MTOHMKEHUS B JIOJDKHO-
CTAX U yBOJIbHEHUs» [1].

B xommenTapuu k 3asBiaenuto CoBeTa 1Mo Hayke npu MUHHCTEPCTBE
o0pa3oBaHus ¥ Hayku P® 00 0COOEHHOCTSX OICHKH HAay4YHOH pabOThI
B TYMaHUTapHBIX HayKax B. B. MuponoB noasoaut utor: «Haykomerpust
W3 CPEJICTBA, U OUEHb BAXKHOT'O CPEJICTBA, TOMOTAIOIIETO YYSHBIM OPHUCH-
THPOBAThCSl B MOpe MH(OPMALMH, MpeBpainaeTces, oiarojaps YHHOBHH-
KaM, B CBOKO ITPOTHBOIOJIOXHOCTh, YOUBAIOIIYI0 TBOPUYECTBO, HE Pa3JiH-
YAy crenu(uKy TBOPYESCKOH pabOTHI B pa3HBIX HayKax» [2].

T. A. BapxoTOB Ha KPyTJOM CTOJIe, MOCBAIICHHOM Mpobieme 3¢ dek-
TUBHOCTHU HAYYHBIX HCCcenoBaHui [3], chopMynupoBan Tpu OCHOBHBIX
BOIPOCA, KOTOPBIC JOJKHBI OBITH MOCTABJICHBI TOT/Ia, KOTJ1a MBI TOBOPHM
00 3 (EeKTHBHOCTH HAYKH U METOAX €€ OIICHKH:

1. MoxeT 51 Takoro poja Kputepuil ObITh cueTHBIM? MOXeT i OH
OBITH BBIPAIKEH KOJMYECTBEHHO?

2. MoxeT 111 OH OBITh OOBEKTHBHBIM, JIa)Ke €I OH He Oy1eT CYETHBIM?

3. 3auem MBI BOOOIIIE 3TO MepsieM?

Jlrobas cucteMa CTPEMHUTCS K CAMOCOXPAHEHHIO; COXPAHSSACh, CHCTEMA
HauYMHAET MpUcrocadiuBarhbes. [Ipu 3TOM clienyeT NpUHUMATh BO BHU-
MaHHE, YTO Mbl TOBOPHUM O CHCTEME, B KOTOPYIO BXOJAT YUCHBIC, T. €. BbI-
COKOMHTEJUICKTYalIbHbIC CHEIMAIUCThI, YMEIOIIHE AYMAaTh, BCICACTBHE
4Yero CUCTeMa MPUCIOCA0IUBACTCs JOCTATOYHO OBICTPO M JIOBKO. Becem
M3BECTCH OBICTPBIN CIMOCOO CTaTh IIUTHPYEMBIM aBTOPOM, OIyOJUKOBAB
0e3apHbIi TPOBOKAITMOHHBIN TEKCT, HA KOTOPBIH OTpearupyeT Hay4qHOe
coo01mecTBo. Hay4yHasi IIEHHOCTh TAKOH CKaHJAIbHOW MyOJIMKAMH HY-
neBas (Ckopee, Jake OTPUIATENIbHAS), & TIOKa3aTeNlb ITUTHPYEMOCTH y Ta-
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KOTro aBTOpa — BBICOKHH. CTOUT YNOMSHYTb U B3aWUMHOE ITUTUPOBAaHHE
(1 Ge3ynep)kHOE CaMOLIUTUPOBAHHE), a TaKXkKe 00s3aTeIbHOe LIUTUPOBA-
HUE aBTOPOB U3 KPYyTra «IMOCBIMIEHHBIX». OTMETUM, YTO yOIUKALIUIO MO-
TyT HE MPUHATH B )KypHaJ, €CJIU aBTOpP HE COTJIACUTCS COOJIFOCTH CBOETO
poJia «KecThl BEXKIJIMBOCTH» U HE MPOLUUTUPYET «HYKHBIX JItoaeii». Bee
9TO CO3AAET UYJOBUIIHBIC HCKAXKEHU I, KOTOPBIX, BO3MOXHO, HE ObLIO Obl,
eciy Obl cCCTeMa OTHOCHIIACh K cebe COepiKaTeNIbHO.

K demy B pesyinbrare mpuBeIeT FOHKa 3a MoKazaTeasaMHu dPQPeKTHB-
HocTu? [louTH KaXKIbIi JEHb 5 MOJyYaro MUCbMa (C Pa3HbIX MOYTOBBIX
aJpecoB), B KOTOPbIX MHE MpeJiaraercs 3a O4eHb KOPOTKUM CPOK U pas-
YMHBIE JIeHbI'M OMyOJIHMKOBATh CTaThIO B KAKOM-HUOY/Ib Ky pHale, BXO -
nieM B 6a3y JaHHBIX Scopus'; MOy4acTBOBATH B JAECSITKE 3a04HBIX KOH(E-
peHIui (00BSABIEHUS O KOTOPBIX MOABISAIOTCA, KaK MPaBUIIO, 32 HECKOJIb-
KO JTHEH 10 Hayajla caMoil KOH(epeHLHH), ONAThH K€ 3a JIEHbI'M U B MakK-
CHUMAalIbHO KOPOTKUU CPOK (BILIOTH A0 2—4 qHE) onmyOIMKOBAaTh TE3HUCHI;
MIEPEBECTHU CTATHIO HAa aHTJIMUCKUH A3BIK U TYT XK€ ee ONyOJUKOBaTh B Ka-
KOM-HHOY b J)KypHaJje, BXOAAIIEeM B 0a3y JaHHBIX Scopus (MOXKHO Ipe.-
CTaBUTh ce0e KauecTBO Takoro nepeBoja). CUTyauus TOHKH 3a KOJIHYe-
CTBEHHBIMM TOKa3aTeIsMH IpHUBEIa K MOSBICHUIO KOHTOP-IOCPEIHU-
KOB, KOTOpbIE TPYISTCSl Ha INOBBIIIEHHE HAYKOMETPUYECKUX IOKa3aTe-
neil. CTpalHo mpeacTaBUTh cebe, K YeMy 3Ta CUTyalus MPUBEIET JIeT
yepe3 MATh, HAapUMep, K KaKOMYy KaueCTBY Hay4YHbIX cTaTel, Hay4yHOMH
paboTHI U, KaK CICACTBHE, «KAUYECTBY» HAYYHON ITUKH, STUKH YUCHOTO,
ecnu QUrypa «yd4eHoro» BOOOIIEC MPH TaKUX OOCTOSITENBCTBAX HE Mpe-
BpPaTUTCS B aHAXPOHU3M.

He mMory He OTMETHTbH ACCUBHOCTD HAIIEr0 aKaJIeMHUYECKOIro cooole-
CTBa, KOTOPOE, C OJHOI CTOPOHBI, MHOT'O ¥ BO3MYILIECHHO 00 TOW CHTY-
alMy TOBOPHUT M MULIET, a ¢ APYTroi — 00CYyKJ1aeT, KaK BCE K€ COOTBET-
CTBOBATh 3TUM TPEOOBAHHIM (M KaK BCE )K€ YCIIETh OIyOJINKOBATh B KO-

! Takue JKypHaJibl, YBbI, €CTh, OHU ACPIKATCA B base JaHHBIX HCJOJTO, yCII€Bas 3a
9TO BpEMsL 3apa60TaTL JACHBI'M HAa HEPAAMUBBIX aBTOpax, HO Scopus X OTJIaBJIMBa-
€T pEryjsipHo, UCKJIOYACT U3 0a3bl JaHHBIX, XOTd CaM 3TOT (1)aKT HEC MOXKCT HC 6p0-
CaTb TCHb Ha 6a3y, CO3JaHHYIO KaK pa3 AJjid TOTro, Y4TOOBI HOI{O6HBIX CI/ITyaIII/Iﬁ HEC
BO3HHKAJIO.
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POTKHUI CPOK YTO-HUOY/b, KAaK-HUOYIb U TAC-HUOYAb), IEMOHCTPUPYS Ta-
KUM 00pa3oM HETOTOBHOCTh OTKPBITO CTaBUTh BOIPOC 00 aJIeKBATHOCTH
caMUX TpeOOBaHUIA.

ITo3Bouto cede putopuueckoe orcryrienne. OTKyaa Takol pa3Max Tak
Ha3bIBaEMbIX 00pa30BaTeIbHBIX peGopM U UX TOTadbHOCTH? «Hapon xe-
naeT OBITh BEIOMBIM, T. €. (Ha s3bIKe JeMaroron) oOMaHyTsiM. Ho oH x0-
YeT, YTOOBl UM PYKOBOJMIM HE yueHble (paKyIbTeToB (Beb UX MYIPOCTh
JUJIS1 HETO CIIMIIKOM BBICOKA), @ X IPAKTUYECKUE NI TEIH, 3HAIOLIUE BCIO
MeXaHHKY (savoir faire)» [4]. YHUBEPCUTET U3 YUEHOr0 COOOIIECTBA UIN
co00ILeCTBa YUYEeHbIX-MCCIenoBaTeNeil mpeBpalaeTcs B COOOECTBO Jie-
JIOBBIX JIFOJIEH M MPAKTUKOB HAYKH, BBICTYMAIOIINX OPYAHEM IIPAaBUTEINb-
cTBa. OKa3bIBaETCs, MOXKHO YIPABIATH YEM-TO 110 3aKOHAM yTIPaBJICHUA,
a He 1O 3aKOHaM 3TOH JeATeNbHOCTH, T. €. 3P(PEKTUBHBIA MEHEIKEP 101~
JKCH OBITh A((PEKTUBCH HE3aBUCUMO OT IIPEAMETa YIIPABICHUSI.

IIpuBeny pa3roBop, COCTOSBIIMKCS OTKPBITO HA CTPAHMULAX COLUATb-
HOU CEeTH MEXKY YBaxKaeMbIM IPOPeCcCcoOpoM, TOKTOPOM HAayK U €ro MJal-
UM KOJUJIETOil.

Ipogheccop: «Ecth m3nanus, perucrpupyemsie B PUHLI, xotopsie my-
ONMUKYIOT TeKCThI 3a 10 nHell. MakeT NpUCHIIAOT Yepe3 HECKOJIbKO JIHEH.
s otaena kaapoB 3TOro A0CTaTOYHO. Eciiu HYKHO, YKaxy aapecy.

Mnaowuii konneea: «Cnacubo 6onbioe! Eciu MoXHO, Ha BCAKUH ClTy-
yail, yKaxuTe agpec, €ciii He MHe, TaK JpYTrOMY IPUTOIUTCS».

HayxomeTrpusi He m0/kHa ObITH CPEICTBOM OLIEHKH KayecTBa paboThl
ydeHoro. [J1aBHON OLIEHKOH JOJIKHA BBICTYIATh 3KCHEPTHAs OLEHKA yde-
HBIX, XOTS ¥ B 9TOM CJly4yae caMm HPUHLUI OLEHKH HE AOJIKEH TOMUHUPO-
Barb. Kak et A. PyOrioB, «B psiJie CTpaH UCIOIh30BaHUE OMOTUOMETPHUH
3aKOHOJATEIbHO 3aIlPELeHO AJi1 OOJIBIIMHCTBA HAIIPABJICHUH TOYHBIX Ha-
VK U 11l TYMaHUTapHOU Cephl B IIEIOM — KaK “Ie(popMUpYIOIIee Hay IHBII
nauamadt”» [5]. Urpa B HAyKOMETpHIO BBIIHIIACH B OUepeaHoe pedopma-
TOpCKOe Oe3yMHe, «HE YCTYMAIOIIee. .. TI0 CBOUM TIOCIEACTBHIM PeOPMEI
cesibeKoro xozdiicTa Bo BpemeHa H. C. Xpy1iesa, Korja Bce 3aceuBaii Ky-
KYPY30i1 M parnopToBaji ¢ MECT, KaK 3TO 310pOBO JJIsl CTPpaHbl ¥ Hapona» [1].

. H. PazeeB B cTarbe «B0O3MOXKEH JIN CEMAaHTHYECKUI TECT Ha ayTEH-
TUYHOCTb HAYyYHOI'O IPOU3BEACHUS?» BBOAUT MOHATHE «ayTEHTUYHOCTH
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HAy4HOT0 IPOU3BEICHU S, IO/l KOTOPHIM MOAPa3yMeBaeTcs, «4TO OHO [Ha-
yYHOE NMpOou3BeIeHUE] JOIHKHO OBITh CO3IaHO YUEHBIM (TPYIIION YUEHBIX)
B XOJle¢ MHTEIJIEKTYaJIbHOU padOoThl, MPOJAEIAHHON UM (MMH) CaMOCTOS-
TEJIBHO COTJIACHO ONPEAeIEHHOMY Ha0OPy OTKPBITHIX JIJIs HAy4HOH 0011e-
CTBEHHOCTH NMPUHIUIIOB U MPABUJI, & JOCTUTHYTHIE PE3yJbTaThl JOIMYyCKa-
FOT BO3MOYKHOCTb BOCIIPOU3BEICHUS U MIEPETIPOBEPKH» [6]. ABTOp MpUBO-
JUT TPU U3BECTHBIX IIPUMEpa UMHUTALMK KaK caMoro Mmpouecca, Tak 1 pe-
3yJIBTATOB HAYUYHBIX UcclienoBaHUu. KOpoTKO HAallOMHIO HX.

[lepBbIM TpUMepOM cTall cityyail ¢ pusukom AnanoMm CokajioM — npo-
deccopom Helo-Hopkckoro yHuBepcuTeTa, KOTOpSIA B 1996 I. Hampasu
B T'YMaHHUTapHBIN xypHal «Social Text», onuH U3 )XypHaIOB B 00JaCTH
U3yYeHUus: KynbTypsl, crathio «Transgressing the Boundaries: Towardsa
Transformative Hermeneutics of Quantum Gravity», B KOTOpOIi OH Tpe/I-
CTaBUJI JIOCTATOYHO aOCYpPAHBIN C JIOTMYECKOM TOYKH 3peHHs U 0e370-
Ka3aTeNbHBIN C MO3UIIMIA COBPEMEHHON HAYKH TE3HC O TPaHCPOPMATHUB-
HOM repMeHeBTHKe KBaHTOBOW rpaButauuu. Cpasy mocie BbIXOAA XKYyp-
Haja Cokall MPU3HAJICS, YTO €ro CTaThs ObLIA MPOBOKAIHEH, «(herdKkom»,
KOTOpBI, OJHAKO, HE ObLII PACIIO3HAH HU PELIEH3EHTaMHU, HU dKCIIEPTaMH,
1 OIyOJIMKOBaH B )KypHaJIe MoJ BUJIOM Hay4YHOH CTaThH.

CrycTs nsTh J1eT 0paThsa-0au3Hensl bornanosbl, Oyay4n JOBOJIBHO U3-
BECTHBIMU (UTypaMu (OHM BENM HAy4YHO-IOIYJISIPHBIE NMPOrpaMMBbl Ha
¢dpaniy3ckoM TeneBuAeHUH B 1990-X TT.), pelIuian MOJIyYUTh CTENEHb
PhD B YHuBepcutetTe bypryunuu. OnuH U3 HUX 3alIATHI JTUCCEPTAIMIO
B oOsacTu MaTeMaTuku B 1999 r., a npyroii nmony4un crerneHs B 006JacTi
tTeopetnyeckoi ¢pusuku B 2002 1. « IMEHHO TOCsIe 3TOro U pa3BepHyJiach
HamrymeBmas ucropus. OHa Hadajgach ¢ 3JICKTPOHHOIO MUChMa (pH3HKa
Makca Hunepmatiepa, KOTOpsIii B TO BpeMsi padotan Bo @paHiuu, cBOe-
My aMepUKaHCKOMY KoJuiere, npodeccopy ¢pusuku [IutTcOyprekoro yHu-
BepcuteTa O3pe Teny HpiomaHy, B KOTOPOM MPEATIONONKUI, YTO AUCCEP-
Taluu OpaTheB, paBHO KaK U CTaTbH, OMYOJIMKOBaHHbIE HMH COBMECTHO
B HECKOJBKUX MPO(PECCHOHAIBHBIX )KypHAlaX 1Mo (HU3HUKE, SBISIOTCS HU-
4eM UHBIM, KaK TPaHIHO3HBIM PO3BITPBIIIEM €CTECTBEHHOHAY YHOH 00IIIe-
CTBEHHOCTH. HplOMaH npuai 3ToMy NPEAToNoKEeHUIO oracky. MHorue
MPEICTaBUTENH COOOMIECTBA MPO(PECCHOHATBFHBIX (PH3UKOB, TPOAHAIH3H-
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POBaB Ka4eCTBO HANMMCAHHBIX OpaThsIMU CTaTeH M 3alllMIIEHHBIX AUCCEp-
TalMii, CAeNaad BBIBOJA, YTO MPHU CYIIECTBYIOMIMX MpaBUIaX HE TOJIBKO
B T'YMaHHUTApHBIX HayKaxX, HO U B TOUHBIX, 1 €CTECTBEHHbIX HayKaX BO3-
MOJKHA MyOJMKAIMs MCEeBAOHAYYHBIX cTaTed W 3amuTa (QerKoBBIX THUC-
cepTanuil. BasxHo, 4T0 GOJBIIMHCTBO WICHOB NMPO(ECCHOHAIBHOIO Hay4-
HOr0 cOOOIIEeCTBa, KaK TOJIBKO WX o0yeTesa HOBOCTh O BO3MOXKHOM PO-
3BITPBIIIE, TPU 3HAKOMCTBE C COIEP)KaHUEM CTaTel M 3alIUIIEHHbIX JIUC-
cepTaluii, HAMCAaHHBIX OpaThAMHU, CHayajla 3asBUJIM, YTO TOCIEAHHE
OUYEBUAHBIM 00PAa30M HOCAT ICEBJOHAYYHBIA XapaKkTep U JUIIb UMUTHPY-
10T pa®oThl N0 usnke. OJHAKO MOCTE TOr0 Kak BBISICHHIIOCH, UTO OpaThs
OTPULIAIOT BCE OOBUHEHHUS B 3JI0M YMBICJIE, CTAJIM BAPYT OCTOPOKHO 3asiB-
JIATH O TOM, YTO HE BIOJIHE YBEPEHBI, 4YTO PaOOTHI HE HAy4HBI, U UTO JJIs
TOT0, YTOOBI ONPEACTUTh, HAYYHbl OHU HJIM HET, HEOOXOJJUMO MHEHHE IKC-
MEPTOB, CIIEHUATU3NPYIOLINXCA B Y3KOH 007aCTH rpaBUTAIMOHHON (HU3H-
k. CaMoe yAMBUTEIBHOE 3aKJIF0UAETCS B TOM, YTO BO BCEM MUPE TaK U HE
HAIIOCh TE€X CAMBIX «Y3KHX» IKCHEPTOB-(PU3UKOB, CIOCOOHBIX BHIHECTH
OJTHO3HAYHBIH BEPAUKT Ha MPEAMET TOT'0, ObLIN JIX TUCCEPTALMU U CTaTbU
OpaTbeB Hay4YHBIMHU PabOTaMU HITU XK€ TOIBKO HX HMHTAIUEH [6].

Hakownen, Tpetuii npumep. B 2005 1. rpymnmna cTyJJeHTOB U aCIUPaHTOB
B 00JIaCTH KOMIIBIOTEPHOI'O MPOrpaMMHUPOBaHUs M3 MaccauyceTcKoro
texHonoruueckoro nactutyTa (CIIA) «pa3padorana mporpammy SClgen,
CIIOCOOHYI0 TEHEpHUPOBATh TEKCTHI B O00JACTH KOMIBIOTEPHBIX HAyK.
CrenepupoBaHHasi KOMITBIOTEpoM cTaThst “Rooter: A Methodology for
the Typical Unification of Access Points and Redundancy” 6buta mpunsita
K nyONHKaluy, a €e aBTOPbI MPUTIIAIICHB Ha €KCTOTHYI0 MEXKIyHAPOI-
HYIO Hay4HYI0 KoH(pepeHuio “Systemics, Cybernetics and Informatics”
B Opnanmo. Bekope mocne 3Toro pa3paboTUHKH MPOrpaMMbI HA CBOEM
caiiTe 3asBuIM 00 UMeBIIeH MecTo (anbeudpuranuu. C TeX mop TEKCTEHI,
CreHEpUPOBAHHBIC YIIOMSIHYTOH IIPOrpaMMOi, HE pa3 MPHHUMAIUCH OpT-
KOMHTETaMU Pa3IUYHBIX KOH(PEPEHIIHH, MPOBOIUMBIX IO BCEMY MHPY,
a TaK)Ke PeIaKIIMOHHBIMU KOJUICTUSIMA HayYHBIX JKYPHAJIOB (B TOM YHCIIE
x)ypHainoM “Applied Mathematics and Computation”)» [6].

3aBepiuacT 3KCKYpC B UCTOPHIO MMHTALUU HAYYHBIX HPOU3BEICHHMA
J. H. Pa3eeB elle oIHUM NPUMEPOM — yKE U3 OTCUECTBEHHOW HAyKH.
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B 2008 r. )xypHan «BectHuk ToMckoro rocyaapCcTBEHHOTO YHHBEpPCH-
tera. Punocodus. Counonorus. [lonutonorusy, Bxoasmuil B [lepeyenn
BAK, omyOnukoBan cTarbio «JlapBUHU3M», TaKkKe CrE€HEPHUPOBAHHYIO
kommbioTepoM. Ha 3ToT pa3 «aBTopamu» uaen (eidkoBod myOIuKamuu
BBICTYNMIIA pabouas rpynna Pocodpuanzopa u Komuccuu PAH no 6ops-
0e ¢ JpKeHayKoM, KOTOpasi BOCHOIb30Bajlach JJIsl CO3/aHUs IICEBIOHAYY-
Horo tekcra nporpammoit «POAOCy, pazpaboTaHHOM rpynmnoil acnupaH-
TOB U CTYIEHTOB MOCKOBCKOTO (DU3MKO-TEXHOJIOIMYECKOr0 MHCTUTYTa
u UuctutyTa nudopmaunonusix npobdiaem PAH miis renepupoBanus Gec-
CMBICIICHHBIX TEKCTOB IyTeM BBIOOPOYHOIO KOMOMHUPOBAHUS HEOOJb-
mux (pparMeHToB U3 Habopa 3aJaHHBIX HCTOYHHUKOB. PeakiinoHHas KoJ-
JIETHS1 )KyPHAJIa HE CMOTJIA BBISIBUTH MOJJIENKY [6].

51 He ciryvaitHo Tak moapoOHO mpuBOXKY Bestex 3a [, H. PaseeBbim Bce
oty npumepsl. Kakoil BeiBoa HampamuBaercsa? CraThs, MpenCcTaBIsO-
mas co0oil «IMOTOK KOMITBIOTEPHOTO CO3HAHMS», MPOILIA PELeH3UPOBa-
HUE, T. €. OblJIa IPU3HAHA HAyYHOH cTaThel, MMEIoIIel onpeIeeHHbII Ha-
YUHBINA Bec, aKTyaJbHOCTb, KAYECTBO M3JIOKEHHUsI MaTepualia, Kak 3ame-
yaeT Jl. H. Pa3zees, mpoluia «TecT Ha ayTeHTUYHOCTbY, U Oblia IPUHATA
K myOJuKaIuu.

BozBpaTumcst Kk BOIpoCy, NOCTAaBJICHHOMY BBIIIE: BO3MOXKHO JIM Cle-
JaTh HAYKOMETPHIO «COAEPKATEIbHONW», a HE TOJBKO KOJIUYECTBEHHOH,
U BO3MOXKHA JM OOBEKTHBHAs JKCIEPTHAsl OIEHKa Hay4YHOH paboThI?
DTOT BOIPOC $ 3a/1a10, B MIEPBYIO OUepe/lb, KaK IIIaBHBIA PeIaKkTOp MEkK-
JIYHApOJIHOr0 ypHala, MOJyYarollero Ha pacCMOTPEHUE JIEeCATKH CTa-
teir. Kak nelictBoBaTh B 3TOM cuTyanuu peakouiernu? Kak coxpaHuth
BBICOKHH YPOBEHb HAYUHBIX ITyONUKAIUHN B )KypHaIe U n30exkaTh mpoda-
HALlUK CaMOT'0 MOHATHS «HAYy4YHOCTHY?

B ynomsanyToii crarhbe aBTOp IpenjiaraeT «TeCT Ha ayTeHTHYHOCTb
Hay4YHOr'O0 MPOMU3BEICHUA», KOTOPBII MpeAnojaraeT «Kak MHUHUMYM
TPU COCTaBJSAIOLUX: 1) 00paTHYIO CBA3b C aBTOPOM HAay4HOI'0 IPOU3-
BeJcHHS; 2) oOpamieHie K BHEIIHEMY ISl IIPOM3BEACHHS KOHTEKCTY;
3) HajMuue HKCIEPTHOTO COOOMIECTBA JUJIsl OIEHKH TPOU3BeACHUs» [6].
Hu onuH M3 pacnpoCTpaHEHHBIX B HAllM JHU KOJUYECTBEHHBIX (Hay-
KOMETPHUYECKUX) KPUTEPHEB OICHKU d(PPEKTUBHOCTH HAYIHBIX HCCIIE-
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JIOBAaHUN HE B COCTOSIHMM YCTAHOBUTH ayTEHTUYHOCTHh HAy4YHOTO IpO-
n3BeleHus. lcnoib30BaHNWE TaK HA3bIBAEMBIX KadECTBEHHBIX KpHUTE-
pueB (B MEPBYIO O4epelb HKCIEPTHOW OIEHKH) HE TOJIBKO BO3MOXKHO,
HO U HEOOXOAUMO.

JT0, KOHEYHO ke, MpeIoiaraeT, YTo caMa Ipoleaypa pereH3upoBa-
HHUS JJOJKHA UMETh JOBOJBHO JKECTKO PETJIAMEHTHUPOBAHHBIN XapakTep
U BKJIIOYATh B c€0sl HE TOJIBKO OOIIME MOKA3aTeu OLIEHKU KayecTBa CTa-
TbU (HACKOJIBKO CTaThsl COOTBETCTBYET MPOQMIIIO KypHaia? HaCKOIbKO
OHa SIBJICTCA HOBOW M OPUTHMHAJIBHON? SCHO JIM CPOPMYIUPOBAHBI Lie-
JI1 U 3a/1a4¥l 9TOr'0 UCCIEAOBAaHUS? HACKOJIBKO SICHA CTPYKTYpa U COOT-
BETCTBYET JIM OHA IOCTABJICHHOH 3a/1aue? HACKOJIbKO yOequTeNnbHa apry-
MeHTaluA? HACKOJIBKO MOJIHO aBTOP NPUBOAUT UCTOUHUKHU U BTOPUUYHYIO
nureparypy?), HO U MOKa3aTeau JKCIEpPTHBIC: PENeBAaHTHOCTh HAy4HO-
My/aKaJeMAYECKOMY CTHUIIIO; 3HAHUE MCTOYHUKOB; IMOJHOTA BTOPHYHON
oubnuorpaduu; oOpamieHue K BHEITHEMY Ul TPOU3BEICHHS KOHTEKCTY.
Oco0eHHO Ba)XHBIM NPU NPUHITHU OKOHYATEJILHOTO PEIIEeHUs B OTHO-
LIeHUH NyOJIUKALMK CTaThbH CIEAYeT CUUTATh (M 37eCh 5 MOJHOCTBIO CO-
riacHa ¢ JI. H. Pa3zeeBbiM) Hanmnyue oOpaTHOM CBS3M C aBTOPOM U HaJlu-
YHUe IKCIEePTOB B TOM 0071aCTH, K KOTOPOH OTHOCUTCA peLieH3upyemas cTa-
Thsl. [Ipnuem B mociieHEM cilydae pedb MAET O HAIWYHMH, B TOM YHUCIE,
1 OYEHb y3KHUX IKCIIEPTOB, CIIOCOOHBIX OLEHUTH, SBJISIETCS JIU CTAaThs JIEH-
CTBUTEJIBHO HAyYHOU pabOTOM UK Ke €€ UMHUTAIUEH.

Penxomnerust xypHana «Horizon. deHOMEHONIOTHYECKHE HCCIENO-
BaHMS» pa3paboTajia crielualbHBIA OMPOCHBIN JIUCT AJA PELEH3EHTOB
(Ha PYCCKOM M aHIJIMICKOM s3bIKaX), B KOTOPOM IO BO3MOXKHOCTH yuTe-
HbI KaYeCTBEHHbIE KPUTEPUU OLIEHKH HAyYHOH CTAaThU U KCIIEPTHAs I0-
sunus. [Ipu 3ToM Hanbosee 3HaUMMBIM MOMEHTOM B MPOLEAYPE peLeH-
3UpOBaHUs NpU3HaeTcst obpaTHas cBs3b ¢ aBTOpoM. OT aBTOpa OXKUAAIOT-
Csl pa3BepHYTHIC OTBETHI HA CPOPMYIHUPOBAHHBIC B PELECH3HH BOIPOCHI,
[0 KOTOPHIM MOXXHO YCTaHOBUTb YPOBEHb BJIaJICHUS aBTOPOM MaTepua-
JIOM, €T0 3HAHHE HE TOJNBKO CIECIU(PHKU UCCICTyEeMON TEMBI, HO U Ooiree
LIMPOKOro Hay4YHOro KoHTekcTa. [Ipouenypa peueH3upoBaHus 3aHUMAET
OT TpeX JIO IIECTH MECSIIEB B CPEIHEM, paboTa C aBTOPOM IMOJPa3yMeBaCT
YTOYHEHHUE Psijia BOIPOCOB, HX 00CYKICHUE U TaKe TUCKYCCHIO.
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Koneuno, Takas pabora A0KHAa UMETh CaMOCTOSITEIbHYIO MOTHBA-
LU0, YTOOBI HE CBOJIUTHCS K YUCTO MEXaHMYECKOW, (hopMaabHOU Mpo-
Leaype, a 3To MmojapazyMeBaeT HalluuKe SKCIEPTHOrO coo0IecTBa, BO-
IIPOC O KOTOPOM OCTAETCS MOKA OTKPBITHIM. PeIKOIeTusl HALlIeTo Kyp-
Halla MOCJIeIHKE ABa rojia CBoeH paboThl OCHOBHBIE YCUIIHS HaIIpaBJsiiia
Ha GOpPMUPOBAHME IKCIEPTHOrO COOOIIECTBA, OpraHu3ys Ha 6asze Kyp-
Halla Hay4yHble JAUCKYCCHH C 3apyOeKHBIMHM KoJIeraMu (IIpe3eHTaluu
U 00CYXJIEHHSI KHUT, CeMHHapbl, KPYIJIble CTOJBI), MacIITaOHbIE MEX-
JyHapoJHble KoHpepeHnH, JeKuu. OaHa U3 TIaBHBIX Lejedl JaHHBIX
MEepONIpUATUN — co3gaHue MexayHapoaHOI0 HHCTUTYTa PelieH3upOoBa-
HUS ¥ OKCIIEPTHON OLIEHKH, pa3paboTka oOlIei nporpaMMbl pa3BUTHS
aKaJIeMHYECKUX KYPHAJIOB MEXAYHApOJAHOI0 YPOBHS, OOMEH OIBITOM.
Coznanne MexayHapoJAHOIO0 MHCTHTYTA PELEH3UPOBAHUSA U IKCHEPT-
HOM OLEHKH BUIAUTCS PEIKOJIIETHel *KypHaia Kak criocol co3naHus 00-
meil miatGopmel 119 0OMEHa OMBITOM MEXAY Pa3IMYHBIMU H3JaTEb-
CKUMU MPOEKTAMHU, JJIS NOJJEPKaHUS U pa3BUTUs 0a3bl PELIEH3EHTOB
u 0a3pl aBTOPOB, JJIsI CO3IAAHMS OOIIETO IMOJISI JUCKYCCHU M BOBJCUE-
HUS B HETO aBTOPOB, pa0OTAIOMINX B CMEKHBIX HAyYHBIX 00JaCTAX, AJIs
CTUMYJHUPOBAHUS aBTOPOB 3HAKOMHTBLCS C TPyAaMH COBPEMEHHHKOB
U BCTYNATh C HAIMU B JUCKYCCUU U OOCYKJEHUS CO CTPAHUIl CBOMX CTa-
TeH, YTO TO3BOJIUT MPEBPATUTH CUCTEMY LIUTUPOBAHUS U UHIEKCHPOBa-
HUS U3 POPMaATIBHOTO BHEIIHET0 TPEOOBAHUS B peaJIbHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO
Hay4YHOW TUCKYCCHUU.

[Togsenem urtoru. s TOro 4ToObI MOTPEMIHOCTH SKCHEPTHOH OLIEeH-
K OblITa MHHHMH3HPOBAHA, T.€. MUHUMHU3UPOBAH CyOBCKTHBHBIN (hak-
TOp, HEM3OEKHBIN NMPU KaueCTBEHHOM OLEHOYHOM MOAX0Je, Tpeldyercs,
C OJIHOM CTOPOHBI, OOJIbLIE JOBEPATH YUEHBIM U HAyYHBIM KOJIJIEKTHBAM,
a ¢ Apyrod — HEOOXOAUMO CO3/1aTh OTKPBITYIO MEXIYHapOoAHYIO 0asy
9KCHEPTOB, UM MeXAyHapOIHBIH HHCTUTYT HAy4YHOT'O PELIEH3UPOBAHU.
Bo3MOXxHBI 1M OIIMOKHM IPU TaKOM «TeCTe€ Ha ayTeHTHYHOCTbY» U Kaye-
CTBEHHOM OLIEHOYHOM mnoaxone? Jla, BO3MOXKHBI, HO TOpa3[ 0 MEHbIIHE,
yeM JIIoOble HayKOMETpUUEeCKHe MHTepIpeTaluuu. 1 ocy1apcTBO JOIHKHO
0oJbllIe JOBEPATH CAMUM YUEHBIM, KOTOPbIE JIYUIIe 3HAIOT, KAKHE HY Kbl
WCIBITHIBACT HayKa, YeM JIFO00H BHEITHUH «3(PPEKTUBHBINY» MEHEIKED.
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B. A. CagoBHUYHUI OYE€HHh TOYHO 3aMETHJI, 4YTO ObLIO ObI TOpasno ¢ dex-
THBHEE T€ JICHbI'U, KOTOPBIC yKE MOTPaUYCHbI Ha (DAKTHYECKU UCKYCCTBEH-
HOE TOJHSATHE WHJECKCOB IIUTHUPOBAHUS, TIOTPATUTH HA Pa3BUTHE Hay4-
HBIX )XypHaJIOB. KoMuecTBO HAyYHBIX MyOIMKAIINN HE OTPaXKkaeT pealib-
HYIO «Hay4YHYI0 OOCTAaHOBKY» B CTpaHe.

Cnucok numepamypul

1. Muponos B. HayxomeTpus kxak pasHoBumgHocTh 6e3ymust. URL: http:/socrat-
online.ru/page/naukometrija-kak-raznovidnost-bezumija

2. 3asBnenue CoBera 1o Hayke mpu MuUHHCTEpCTBE 00pa3oBaHus U Hayku PO
00 0COOEHHOCTSIX OIIEHKHM HAayYHOH pabOThl B T'yMaHHUTAapHBIX HAayKaX H KOM-
MEHTapuil K 3asBieHHio or wi-kopp. PAH nexama ¢miocodekoro daxynbsrera
MI'Y umenn M. B. Jlomonocosa B. B. Muponosa. URL: http://socrat-online.ru/
page/zajavlenie-soveta-po-nauke-pri-ministerstve-obrazovanija-i-nauki-rf-ob-
osobennostjah-ocenki-nauchnoj-raboty-v-gumanitarnyh-naukah-istoricheskie-n-
auki-iskusstvovedenie-filologicheskie-nauki-kulturologija-i-filosofija-31032016-i-
kommentarij-k-nemu-ot-ot-chl

3. Kpyrusiit cron «IIpo6iema 3¢h(eKTHBHOCTH HAyYHBIX HCCIEHOBAHHUN: JETH-
tuManus punocopun B yHuBepcuteTe». URL: http:/philosophy.spbu.ru/ userfiles/
kathedras/scitech/Shipovalova/effectiveness_research/Krugly%60i%60%20stol
5ai%60t_2.pdf

4. Kanm U. Coumnenus: B 6 T. M.: Meicib, 1966. T. 6 (Punocod. Haciemue).
K Beunomy mupy (1795); Criop dakynsreros (1798).

5. Pybyos A. Hayka u Bnacts. butssl 3a perrytannio. URL: http://magazines.russ.
ru/oz/2014/1/17r.html

6. Paseeg /]. H Bo3MOXKEH JI1 CEMAaHTUYECKHUIl TECT HA Ay TCHTUYHOCTb HAyYHOT'O
npoussenenus? / Meicis. 2015. Beim. 19. C. 52-60.

HUngpopmayun 06 aemope

Aprtemenko Haraabs AHapeeBHa, KaHAWJAT (UIOCOPCKUX HAYK, CTap-
mui npenoxaBatens, CankT-IleTepOyprckuii rocynapCTBEHHBIH yHHBEPCHTET,;
Espomneiicknit ynusepcutet B Cankt-IletepOypre, TIaBHEIH PeIaKTOp MEXK Iy HApOaI-
HOTO akajgeMmdeckoro xypnana «Horizon. denoMeHoIOrHueckre NCCISIOBAHI)
(http://horizon.spb.ru/), r. Cankt-IletepOypr, Poccus, N.Artemenko@horizon.spb.ru

Information about the author

Natalia A. Artemenko, PhD (Philosophy), Associate Professor, St. Petersburg State
University, European University in St. Petersburg (EUSP), Editor-in-Chief of the in-
ternational academic journal “HORIZON. Studies in Phenomenology”, St. Petersburg
(http:/horizon.spb.ru), St. Petersburg, Russia, N.Artemenko@horizon.spb.ru

73



Hay4Hoe nsparme mex ayHapoaHoro yposHs — 2016. Matepuansi 5-i MexayHap. Hay4.-npakT. KoHe., 17-20 mas, 2016 r., PAHXulC, r. Mocksa
World-Class Scientific Publication — 2016. Proc. 5" Intern. Sci. Pract. Conf., 17-20 May, 2016, RANEPA, Moscow

AHMMOA3bIYHAA CTaTbs Kak CNocob NPOABUMXEHNA
POCCUIMCKOWN HayKW

E. M. baszaHoBa
Poccuiickuii rocynapCcTBeHHbIVi coymarbHbii yHuBepcuTteT, r. Mocksa, Poccus

AuHHOTanmus. CraThs TOCBSLICHA NMpoOJIeMaM, CBSI3aHHBIM C HEOOXO-
JUMOCTBIO MyOJHUKOBATh HAYYHBIE JOCTHIXKCHUS HA AHTIIMICKOM SI3BIKE, IMO-
CKOJIbKY aHTJIOS3bIYHAS MYyONUKALMS SBISIETCS CEPHE3HBIM UMIYJIBCOM IS
MOBBILICHUS PECTHUKA OTEYCCTBEHHOM HAYKH, YKPEIJICHHUS €€ aBTOPUTETA Ha
MeXTyHapOIHOW apeHe, CO3IaHus TOCTOMHBIX To3nnnid Poccnu B 3apyOexHBIX
HAYYHBIX U3JIaHUSAX. AKTYalbHOCTh TEMbI O0YCJIOBIIEHA TEM, YTO POCCUICKas
Hay4YHas MEepPHOJHMKA MPAKTUYECKH He MpEeJCTaBlieHa B BeIyIled aHATUTHYe-
ckoif 6a3e Journal Citation Reports®.

KnrmoueBble cI0Ba: HAyYHOE COOOIIECTBO, II00aNbHAS HAydHAs KOM-
MYHHKaLHs, aKaJeMUIeCKUM PYCCKUM S3bIK, aKaAEMUYECKN N aHTTTUUCKUH SI3BIK,
MEXyHapOoaHble MHIEKChl muTupoBanus, Web of Science, Journal Citation
Reports, umMnakT-daxrop.

A research article in English as a way to ptomote
Russian scinece

E. M. Bazanova
Russian State Social University, Moscow, Russia

Abstract. The report focuses on the problems associated with the need
to publish scientific achievements in English. English-language publication is
a serious impetus to enhance the prestige of Russian science, strengthen its
credibility in the international arena, the creation of decent Russia’s position
in international scientific journals. The urgency of the matter is due to the fact
that the Russian scientific journals are practically not represented in Journal
Citation Reports®.

Keywords: scientific community, global scholarly communication, aca-
demic Russian, academic English, international citation indexes, Web of Science,
Journal Citation Reports, impact-factor.
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B XXI B. BOonpoc 0 BIaJeHUN aHTITUUCKUM SI3BIKOM CTajl BOIIPOCOM BBI-
JKUBAHUs B aKaJieMH4ecKol cpene. Bo Bcem Mupe aHTMIIMICKHM A3BIK J10-
MUHHPYET B cepe BhICIIEr0o 00pa30BaHMs U HAYUHBIX UCCIEI0BaHUH, (-
(heKTUBHO cONEHCTBYS CBOOOAHOMY OOMEHY 3HAHMSIMU. AHAJTUTHYECKAs
6aza nanubix Web of Science Core Collection (WoS CC) xommnanuu
Thomson Reuters conepxxut npudnuzutensio 12000 HaydHBIX KypHa-
JIOB, @ TAKXKe OTJIENIbHBIE 0a3bl JaHHBIX [0 KOHPEPEHU UM U KHUTaM.

CornacHo oruetry kommanwu 3a 2015 T, Ha HAcTOSAMUA MOMEHT
B Journal Citation Reports®' — aHATUTHYECKOM HHCTPYMEHTE, BKJIFOUYAO-
ieM JaHHbIe 00 UMIaKT-(aKTOpe Ky pHAJIOB, HHIeKcupyembix B WoS CC,
conepxutcs 3863 amepukanckux xypHana (United States), 2597 anrnuii-
ckux xypHajioB (England), 319 xxypHanoB TakuX aHIJIOA3BIYHBIX CTPaH,
kak [llotnanaus, Upnanaus, ABctpanust u HoBas 3enannusi, u TOJBKO
149 poccuiickux xypHanoB, 4to coctasiset 1,1 % ot obmiero uncina xyp-
HAJIOB, 3apErUCTPUPOBAHHBIX B ATOW aHaJIUTHYeckol Oaze. CienyeT OT-
METHUTb, YTO OOJIBIIMHCTBO U3 HUX OBLIIO OCHOBAHO €I1Ie B COBETCKOE Bpe-
M3 — B iepuof ¢ 1931 o 1969 r. Poccuiickue xypHabl CTall HOABISTHCS
B MEXyHApOIHBIX HHACKCAX ITUTUPOBAHUS TOJIbKO ¢ Hadasa 2000-x rr.,
NpHYeM MX MMIAKT-(GaKToOp M0 cuX mop He mpepbimaet 0,8, B peakux
ciyuasix gocruraet 2,6” (manubie JCR 2015 ).

B nocnennee BpemMsi MHOTHE MPENCTABUTEIN POCCUICKON HAyKU U 00-
pa3oBaHUs BBICKA3bIBAIOT OMACEHHUsS IO MOBOAY PE3KOro craja oOIIero
YPOBHsI aKaJIeMUYECKOH I'PaMOTHOCTH Ha PYCCKOM $SI3bIKE, B CBA3H C YEM
BCE I'pOMYE 3BYUUT MPHU3BIB aKaJeMHUYECKOTO cooOIIecTBa pa3padoTarh
CUCTeMY OOYyYeHHS U IMPUHATH MEPHI MO MOAJCPKAHUIO U COXPAHEHUIO
aKaJIeMUYECKOT'0 PYCCKOTO SI3bIKa, €ro CaMOOBITHOCTH M 0C000i crienu-
(huky, BbIpaXKarolleiics B CTUJIE HAIUCAHUS PYCCKOA3BIYHBIX HAYUYHBIX
crateil. Y MHOTMX POCCHUCKHMX MCCIEIOBaTesell 3aKpaJbIBacTCs orace-
HUE, YTO HANlMCaHUE CTAaThU HA AHTJIMWCKOM S3BbIKE JIMIIUT €€ CaMOObIT-
HOCTH W O€3BO3BPATHO YBEAET OT PYCCKHUX aKaJeMHYECKHX TpaaHuLIHH

12015 Journal Citation Reports® (Thomson Reuters, 2015).

2 KypHan «Yenexu ¢pusndeckux Hayk» («YOH») usnaercs ¢ anpens 1918 r. u my-
ONMMKyeT, B OCHOBHOM, 0030pbI COBPEMEHHOI'O COCTOSHHUSI HamboJiee aKTyalbHBIX
po6eM GU3NKH U CMEXHBIX ¢ Heto HayK. MmmakT-dakrop 2014 — 2.602.
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nucbMa. OJTHAKO BCIIE/ICTBHE HEXKEIIAHUSI HEKOTOPHIX YUCHBIX OBJIAJICBATh
AHTJTMHACKUM aKaJIEMAUYECKUM SI3BIKOM OHH MOTYT OKa3aThCsl B U30JIHPO-
BaHHOM KOKOHE U HE MMETh BO3MOXKHOCTH y4aCTBOBATH B T1I00aJIbHON Ha-
YYHOW KOMMYHUKAITUH.

[MooOHast «BOMHCTBEHHAs» HACTPOCHHOCTH MPOTUB HAIMCAHUS CTa-
TEeW HAa HE POJIHOM SI3BIKE MOMKET MPUBECTU K OTCTABAHHUIO POCCHHCKUX
YYEHBIX OT MUPOBOW HAayKH, MOCKOIbKY BCE CaMble BIHSATEIbHBIC HAYY-
HBIE U3JaHUs SIBISIOTCS aHTJIOSI3BIYHBIMHU.

PacmimpuTh NmpuCyTCTBHE POCCHUHUCKHX HAyYHBIX JOCTHIKEHUU B MH-
POBOM aKaJIeMUYECKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE CTAHET BO3MOXKHBIM TOTJIA, KOT-
Jla OTEUECTBEHHBIC MCCIIEJOBATENI OBJIAJICIOT B JIOCTATOUYHON Mepe Mpo-
(heccroHATLHBIMU KOMIIETEHIIUSIMU B O0JIACTH aHTJIOSI3LIYHOTO HAYYHOT'O
JIUCKypCa U HE TOJIBKO CTAHYT MOHUMATh, UTO MUIIYT U MyOJIHUKYIOT UX
KOJIJIETH 32 PyOeXOoM, HO TaK)K€ CMOTYT CaMOCTOSITEIIBHO MPEJICTABIISTh
pe3yabTaThl CBOMX HAYUYHBIX Pa3paO0OTOK B aBTOPUTETHBIX MEXKyHaPO/-
HBIX WU3JIaHUSX, TEM CAMBIM BBICTPAWBasi CBOI HAy4YHYIO Kaphepy U Mpo-
JIBUTasi POCCUUCKYIO HAYKY B IIEJIOM.

lomoc poccuiickoro Hay4YHOTO COOOIECTBA U BCEX €TI0 HCCIEA0BaTe-
JIeH, XOpOIIo MOHUMAIINX 3HAYUMOCTh HayKH JJisi Poccuu, CBSI3bIBaO-
IUX ¢ HEH cBoe Oyaylnee, TOJDKEH OBITh YCIBIIIAH B MHPOBOM aKajie-
MHYECKOM IpocTpaHcTBe. Ceiyac 3TOT ToJIOC 3BYYUT Ha AHTIITMHCKOM
SI3BIKE, KOTOPBIM JABHO CTaj JIMHTBa-(ppaHKa MHUPOBOTO aKaJIeMHYECKO-
ro cooOIIecTBa.
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[leprognyeckoe nagaHme «ApXnUTeEKTYpPHOE
HacneacTBO» — ero Hay4Hbl ypOBEeHb
1N BOCTPeOOBAHHOCTb HAYKOMETPUYECKMMN
0azamu daHHbIX

N. A. boHpgapeHko, M. B. BgoBun4ieHko
Q@unnan OIEY «L{HWNIT MuHctpos Poccum» HUWTUATL, r. Mocksa, Poccus

AHHOTaL U «APXUTEKTYPHOE HACIEICTBO» — Belyllee poccuiickoe
MepUOANYECKOE U3JaHHUE 110 UCTOPUM PYCCKOW apXUTEKTYphbl U I'PagocTpo-
UTEJIbCTBA, OHO HE IPEACTAaBISIET 3HAUUTEIBHOIO UHTEPEca JJsi MEXAY-
HapOIHBIX HAyKOMETPUUYECKUX 0a3 JaHHBIX H3-3a HEZOCTATOYHOTO KOJIHU-
gecTBa OuOMMOrpadUUecKUX CChUIOK Ha HMHOCTpaHHble paboThl. Ha Ham
B3IUISJ, MIPUYMHA HE B TOM, YTO POCCHIICKHE y4eHBIe HEe 3HAIOT 3apy0ex-
HOHM nuTepaTypel, a B TOM, UTO pyccKas apXUTEKTypa Mall0 H3BECTHA
1 Majo u3ydaeTcs 3a pyOexoM B OTIMYHE, HAIPUMEDP, OT PYCCKOTO SI3BIKA.
CyLIecTBYIOT ONpeeIeHHbIE IEPUOBI B POCCUIICKOM HCTOPUN U B UCTOPUH
APXHUTEKTYPBI, HHTEPECYIONINe 3apyOeKHbIX UCCIeN0BaTENIeH, II0 KOTOPBIM
OTE4YECTBEHHBIEC YUCHBIE AKTUBHO UCIIOJIB3YIOT TPYAbl HHOCTPAHHBIX KOJLJIET,
HO TaKMX CIIydyaeB HEMHOro. be3 yuera Takoro «peruoHaiIbHOro» (akTopa
pa3MbIBaeTCs 00BbEKTHUBHOCTb OLEHKU HAay4YHOI'O YPOBHS U3JlaHUS, YTO Be-
JIeT K HCKa)XCHHUIO CBEJICHNH 0 TYMaHUTapHBIX XKypHaiIax, 0COOEHHO o pyc-
CKOH KyJIbType U UCKYCCTBY.

KnioueBsle ci10Ba: apxUTEKTypHOE HACIEICTBO, IEPUOINYECKOE HAYU-
HOE U3JlaHKe, T'yMaHUTapHble HayKU, peTHOHANIbHAS crienuduKa, HayKOMEeTpUde-
ckue 0a3bl TAaHHBIX, UCTOPHS POCCHHICKON apXUTEKTYPHI, IPaJOCTPOUTEILCTBO.

Periodical “Architectural Heritage” — level
of significance in humanities and demand
in terms of scientometric data base

1. A. Bondarenko, M. V. Vdovichenko
Central Scientific-Research and Project Institute, Russian Ministry of Construction,
Moscow, Russia
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Abstract. “Architectural Heritage”, a leading Russian periodical devoted
to the history of Russian architecture and urban construction, currently pres-
ents little interest to international scientometric databases due to the insufficient
number of bibliographical references to foreign works. In our opinion, the prob-
lem here lies not in the fact that Russian scholars are not aware of what hap-
pens in the humanities abroad, but, rather, that Russian architecture is not widely
known or studied outside the country, unlike, for example, the Russian language.
There are certain periods in Russian history, including the history of architecture,
in which foreign scholars are particularly interested, while art historians here
demonstrate profound knowledge of the works of their foreign colleagues, quot-
ing them in their publications. However, these instances are not very frequent.
Such a “regional” factor should certainly be considered; otherwise an objective
evaluation of a particular scientific periodical becomes impossible. This, in turn,
results in distorted data on humanities journals, specifically those dedicated to
Russian culture and art.

Keywords: architectural heritage, scientific periodical, humanitarian dis-
ciplines, regional features, scientometric database, history of Russian architec-
ture, urban construction.

«APXHUTEKTYpPHOE HACIEICTBO» — OJHO U3 CTapeHIIuX CepUiHbIX He-
MpeKpalaomuXca U3AaHUNH 0 UCTOPUU OTEYECTBEHHOW apXUTEKTY-
pel B Hamiell ctpane. OHO ObLI0 ocHOBaHO B 1951 1., u B 2014 r. BBIIIEN
ero mectuaecsaToiid Boinyck. o 2007 r. cOOpHUK U3aBajCs B CpeIHEM
OJIMH pa3 B I'oJl, a 3aTeM — 110 IBa HoMepa exerogHo. Hakonusmuiics 3a
LIECTHAECAT JIET MacCUB COOPHUKOB IpeacTaBisgeT cobol hyHmameH-
TaJbHBIH KOPIYC paboT MO UCTOPUH aPXUTEKTYPBl U IPaIOCTPOUTEIb-
HOTO HCKyccTBa. KaXIbli BBIIYCK «APXUTEKTYPHOT'O HaclleCTBa»
BKJIIOYAEeT HOBEWILHE Pe3yibTaThl UCTOPUKO-aPXUTEKTYPHBIX HCCIIe-
JIOBaHUH, OTpa)kasi TeM CaMbIM XOJl PA3BUTHUS OTEYECTBEHHOTO apXu-
TeKkTypoBeneHus. Tembl craTeil Ipu BCeM pa3HOOOpa3uM UX colepika-
HHUS MOXKHO CI'PYNIIHMPOBATH B TPHU KPYMHBIX OJOKa: UCTOPHUS U TEO-
pHUsl apXUTEKTYPbl; ApXUTEKTYPHAs MPAKTHUKA; TBOPUECKHE MOPTPETHI
MacTepOB, apXUTEKTYPHbIE IIKOJBI U OpraHu3alnus MPOEKTHO-CTPOU-
TeJIBHOro nmpouecca. Mznanue takoro cOOpHMKa UMEET BaKHOE 3HAYe-
HHE [Tl pa3BUTUS HCTOPUKO-aPXUTEKTYPHOHN HAYKH, a TaK»Ke AJIs pas-
paboToK B cdepe OXpaHbl, peCTaBpalll U PEKOHCTPYKLHUHU apXUTEK-
TYPHOT'O Hacjleausl.
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B 60 HOMEepax «ApXUTEKTYpPHOTO HACJIEACTBAa» NPUHSIN ydacTue
O6onee 430 aBTOpoB. B MX uucie KpynHeiline poccHiicKue HCTOPH-
ku 1 Teopetuku apxutekTypsl: O. X. Xannaxuesn, B. JI. Boponuna,
H. ®. I'ynsaunkuii, A. B. Ukonnukos, E. U. Kupuuenko, C. O. Xan-
Maromenos, I1. H. Makcumos, 1. JI. bBycesa-laBsigoBa, H. I1. Kpanusn,
I K. Barnep, A. B. OnonoBaukos, A. I. Yunskos, A. C. IlleHKoB,
M. B. Hamokuna, B. I1. Opdunckuii, B. 1. ITunssckuii, A. JI. baranos,
Bin. B. CenoB u np. B T0 e BpeMsi BAXKHEHIITUMU 0COOCHHOCTSIMU U3/1a-
HUS SIBISIOTCSI OTKPBITOCTH M JIOCTYITHOCTH JIJISI MOJIO/IBIX YUEHBIX.

OCHOBHOH KOpITyC MaTepuajoB HW3JaHUsl celyac TpeACcTaBICH
JIOKJaJaMi  eKerofgHoW Bcepoccuiickoli HaydHOW KOH(pEpEHIUU
«APXUTEKTYpPHOE HACJIEJICTBO», YTO TO3BOJSET BBHINYCKaTh COOPHUK
JiBa pa3a B roj. M3gaHue mosib3yeTcs 3aciayKEHHBIM aBTOPUTETOM Cpe-
JIA CTIETIUAINCTOB. ET0 MOXKHO Ha3BaTh akajJeMUuecKuM GopyMomM QyH-
JIAMEHTAJIPHBIX 3HAHWN W WJIeH, HAXOASIIUMCS Ha CTHIKE Pa3IWYHBIX
HayK — apXHTEKTyPOBEJCHUsSI, UCKYCCTBO3HAHUS U TEXHHYECKUX 3Ha-
HUH 110 CTPOUTEIBCTBRY.

COopHUK 3aHUMAET BUAHEHIIIEE MECTO B pA3BUTHU OTEUYECTBEHHOMN
HayKH 00 apXUTEKType, HO B CHJIY CBOCH PErHOHANbHOM crienupuKu
HE BBI3BIBACT OOJIBIIOTO MHTEPECa Y MEKAYHAPOJAHBIX HAYKOMETPH-
geckux 0a3 manHbeiX. CBon OubIMOrpauyIecKux cCBeIeHUN cOOpHU-
Ka 1Mo 0OJBIIOMY CUeTy MPEeACTaBIIeT cOO0N KaTajor paboT poCCHii-
CKHX HcCJeoBaTesell 00 0TeYeCTBEHHBIX MaMsTHUKax. M mpuumHa
KpOETCS HE B TOM, UTO HAllM yYCHBIC HE 3HAIOT 3apyOe)KHOW JIUTE-
paTypshl, a B TOM, UTO pyccKas apXUTEKTypa Majo U3BECTHA U Mallo
u3ydaeTcs 3a pyOeXoMm, B OTIHYHE, HATIPUMEP, OT PYCCKOTO SI3BIKA.
Koneuno, oTaenbpHbIe TEPHUO/IBI B HANIEH UCTOPUH U B UCTOPUU apXU-
TEKTYpPbl, B TOM YHCJE, HHTEPECYIOT 3apyO0eKHBIX UCCIEA0BATEICH,
W OTEUYECTBEHHBIC YUCHBIE, CICIHATN3UPYOIIHecs B 3TOU chepe, ak-
TUBHO HCHOJB3YIOT TPyl 3apy0€KHBIX KOJIIET, HUTUPYS UX B CBO-
UX MyOIMKaIUIX.

K TakuMm OTHOCSITCS TOMOHTOJIbCKas apXHTEKTypa, CBsI3aHHASI TeC-
HBIMU KOHTAaKTaMH C BH3aHTUUCKMM MHPOM M MO3TOMY 3aHUMAIOIIAsi
OTpelIeJICHHOE MECTO B MUPOBOI BU3aHTHHUCTHKE. Kpome Toro, HeOoJb-

79



Hay4Hoe nsparme mex ayHapoaHoro yposHs — 2016. Matepuansi 5-i MexayHap. Hay4.-npakT. KoHe., 17-20 mas, 2016 r., PAHXulC, r. Mocksa
World-Class Scientific Publication — 2016. Proc. 5" Intern. Sci. Pract. Conf., 17-20 May, 2016, RANEPA, Moscow

LIOW MEepHo KJacCuueckoil apxuTekTypsl pydexa XVIII-XIX BB., xa-
PaKTEPU3YIOUIUNCS TECHEHIIUMU CBI3AMU C PPaHIy3CKOM, aHTTTUHCKOI
U UTAJIbSIHCKOM apXUTEKTYpHBIMH IIKoiIaMu. HeObiBanblil B3seT Qyry-
PUCTHYECKHUX UJIEH B apXUTEKTYpE MEPBBIX MOCIECPEBOIIOIMOHHBIX JET
B Poccuu HaxoIWUT )KMBOW OTKJIMK B €BPOIEHCKOM MCKYCCTBOBEJICHHH.

HapaBHe ¢ ykazaHHBIMM IEpHUOJAMH, CYIIECTBYIOT LEJBIE SIOXH
B UCTOPHH PYCCKOW apXUTEKTYPHI, C KOTOPBIMU COBEPIIEHHO HE3HAKO-
MBI 3apyOexHble yueHble. Hanpumep, 3T0 apXUTEKTypa BCEro pycCcKoro
CpenneBekoBbs. Ha ¢oHe MCKIIOUNUTENBHON M3YyUYEHHOCTH POMaHO-TO-
TUYECKON CPEeIHEBEKOBOW apXHUTEKTYpbl EBpombl 3apyOeKHble 3HaHUS
0 PYCCKOM CpEJHEBEKOBOM 30/1YECTBE MOXKHO Ha3BaTh MU3EPHBIMHU. Tak
ke Jeno 00CTOUT ¢ Gojee MO3IHEH POCCUICKON UCTOPHEH: HMITepCKast
apxutektypa XIX B. u3BecTHa 3a pyOex oM, HO HEJOCTATOYHO JJIsl TO-
ro, YTOOBI OTE€YECTBEHHbIE HCTOPUKH APXUTEKTYPhl LUTHUPOBAJIH TPYIbI
CBOMX HMHOCTPAHHBIX KOJUIET, CIEeLHaIU3UPYIOUIUXCs B 3TOM obiacTu.

AHaJIOTMYHYIO CUTYaLlMI0 MOXHO (PMKCHPOBATh HE TOJBKO Ha Mare-
pualie ICTOPUH PYCCKOM apXUTEKTYPBbl, HO U BO MHOTHUX JPYTUX Hayd-
HBIX O0JIACTSX, CBS3aHHBIX C HM3YUYCHUEM DPETHOHAJBHON CHEIU(PHKU
pycckoil KynbTyphl. [IoaToMy HE0OX0AMMO MOHHMAaHHUE TOro, 4To 0e3
KOMIIJIEKCA CIIELUANIbHBIX M OBICTPBIX MEpP IO TOCyJapCTBEHHOW MOJ-
JEPKKEe W3AaHUH, MOJOOHBIX «APXUTEKTYPHOMY HACJEICTBY», LIEJbIE
OTpaciii 3HaHUH, B OCHOBHOM CBSI3aHHBIX C H3y4YEHHUEM HAIlHOHAJIBHBIX
0COOEHHOCTEH PYCCKOM KYyJIbTYpbl, MOTYT HNOTHOHYTh B KpaTKHE CPO-
Ku. PernoHanbHble U3AaHUSA BRICOKOTO HAYYHOTO YPOBHS, HO Oa3upylo-
nrecss Ha OTEUYSCTBEHHOM MaTepHalie, HyXKIaloTcsl B 0COOOM OTHOIIE-
HUM IIPU UX OLIEHKE B COOTBETCTBUU C MEKIYHAPOJIHBIMU HayKOMETPH-
YECKMMHU HOpMaMU.
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KypHan “Psychology in Russia: State of the Art”:
BKI1a[4 B MeXOYHaPOAHbIN Ananor NCUXONoros

A. H. Bepakca, T. O. Ap4akoBa
MockoBckuii rocynapcTBeHHbIV yHusepcuTeT um. M. B. JTomoHocosa,
r. Mocksa, Poccus

Annortanusa Xypuan “Psychology in Russia: State of the Art”
(ITcuxonorust B Poccun: CoBpeMEeHHOE COCTOSTHUE) 3HAKOMUT MUPOBOE IICH-
XOJIOTHYECKOEe COOOIMIECTBO ¢ pabOTaMM POCCUICKUX U 3apyOeKHBIX YUYCHBIX,
npoxomkaromux Tpagunuu JI. C. Beirorckoro, A. H. JleorTtseBa, A. P. Jlypun
W JIPYTUX BBIAAOIIMXCS OTCUECTBEHHBIX MCUX0J0r0oB. CrienuduKoii xypHaa
SBJISETCS €r0 MEXKIUCHUILIMHAPHOCTD, YTO SABJISETCS 3aJI0TOM MPOILYKTHBHOTO
JMajiora B COBPEMEHHOM NcuXoJiornueckoil Hayke. Cpeau nokazareneit apdex-
THUBHOCTH PabOTHI )KypHalla — yBEJIIMUYEHNE MHAEKCOB IIUTHPYEMOCTH, LIUPO-
Ta U pazHOOOpa3ue MPEACTABICHHBIX B MyOJMKAaIUSAX PErHOHOB U OpraHM3a-
[MH, COOTHOLIEHWE YHUCJIa NMPUHUMAEMbIX M OTKJIOHsSEMbIX crareil. JKypHau
nyOJIUKyeT CTaTbU Ha aHTJIUICKOM f3bIKE, MPOIICAIINE JBOWHOE CIIENOoE pe-
neHsupoBanue. Jlo mpoueaypsl peleH3MpOBaHMS CTaThs MOABEPraeTcst Ipo-
BEpKE Ha Ka4eCTBO MEPEBO/a, HA COOTBETCTBUE TPEOOBAaHUAM AMEPHKAHCKON
MICUXOJIOTUYECKONW acCOMalluy U Ha HaJIMYHUe HEKOPPEKTHBIX 3aMMCTBOBAHUM.
JlopaboTaHHas Tocie pEeUEH3UPOBAHUS CTAThS TPOXOIUT IKCIEPTHYIO OILICHKY
MaTEeMaTHYEeCKOro arrmapara CTaTbH W €ro ONHMCAaHUs, a TAKKe peJaKTHpOBa-
HUE HOCHTEJNIEM S3bIKa. 3a roJl )KypHall cTajl oQuIHaIbHBIM HHYOPMAIIMOH-
HBIM TApTHEPOM psiZa KPYIMHBIX MEXIyHapOAHBbIX KOH(EpeHLHH, 4TO CIo-
cOOCTBOBAJIO MPHUBJICUYCHUIO BHUMAHHUS MEXyHApOAHOW OOIIECTBEHHOCTH.
3HauMuTeNbHOE BIUSHHE HA pa3BUTHE XypHana B 2014-2016 rr. okaszana noa-
nepxkka DenepanpHol 1eneBoi mporpammel «MccnenoBanus u pa3paboTKu
110 IPUOPUTETHBIM HAIIPABJICHUSAM Pa3BUTHS HAYyYHO-TEXHOJOTHYECKOTO KOM-
mekca Poccun Ha 2014-2020 roasi».

KnroueBbie cJ10Ba: NCUXOJIOTHUS, PErHOHAIBHBIN KYpHAJ, aHTJIOSN3bIY-
HBIH KypHaJ, MPOLENYPbl 00eCIIeYeHU s KaYeCcTBa.
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“Psychology in Russia: State of the Art” journal:
the contribution to the international scientific
dialogue on psychology

A. N. Veraksa, T. O. Archakova
Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia

Abstract. The “Psychology in Russia: State of the Art” journal publishes
the works of Russian and international researchers, who continue the scien-
tific traditions of Lev Vygotsky, Aleksey Leontiev, Aleksandr Luria and other
outstanding Russian psychologists in the international scientific community.
An additional feature of the Journal is its interdisciplinary character, an impor-
tant condition of productive dialogue in the contemporary psychological science.
The criteria of the Journal’s efficiency include the number of citations, regional
and organisation diversity in the authors’ affiliations, and the ratio of accepted
and rejected articles. The Journal publishes articles in English and implements
double-blind peer review. Before peer review, each article is checked for the
translation quality, for adherence to the American Psychological Association
Publication Manual, as well as for plagiarism. Being improved according to
a reviewer’s feedback, the statistical section of the article is also subjected to
expert evaluation with subsequent thorough proofreading by a native-speaking
English editor. In 2016, the Journal became an official partner in a range of
major international conferences. This raised the awareness of the Journal in the
international scientific community. The Journal’s development in 2014-2016
was significantly influenced by the support of the Federal goal-oriented pro-
gram “Research and elaboration of the priority development trajectories of the
Russian scientific-technical complex in 2014-2020"".

Keywords: psychology, regional journal, English-language journal, qua-
lity assurance procedures.

Kypuan «Psychology in Russia: State of the Art» (Ilcuxonorus
B Poccun: CoBpemenHoe cocTostHue) BBIXOAUT ¢ 2008 T. KaKk eXeroaHuK,
¢ 2013 1. — KaKk exeKBapTaJIbHOE MEpUOAUYecKoe u3aanue. M3narensmu
JKypHaja sIBJISIIOTCS PoccHilckoe TCHXOJIOTMYecKoe 0O0ImecTBo u  da-
KYyJIBTET TCHUXOJOTUH MOCKOBCKOTO TOCYJapCTBEHHOTO YHUBEPCHUTETA
uMm. M. B. JloMmoHocoBa. Muccus xypHajia — 3HAKOMUTb MUPOBOE IICH-
XOJIOTHYECKOE COOOIIECTBO C paboTaMU POCCHICKUX U 3apyOeIKHBIX yde-
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HBIX, ipofoipkaromux tpaauiuu JI. C. Beirorckoro, A. H. JleonTheBa,
A. P. Jlypusi 1 ApyTUX BbLAAIOMIUXCS OTEUECTBEHHBIX NICUXOJIOTOB.

Teopernueckas 0aza, 3ajl0)keHHasi KJIACCMKaMHU OTEYECTBEHHOW IICH-
XOJIOTHH, CIIYXKUT OCHOBOH IJIsi JallbHEHIIMX TEOpeTH4eCKHX pa3pado-
TOK M SMIUPHYECKHX HCCIEIOBAaHUN B YHHBEPCHUTETAaX MHOTHX CTpPaH.
3ajavya 3HAKOMCTBA ¢ HeH yxe JaBHO U 3((EeKTUBHO pelaeTcs, HalpH-
Mep, TAKMMHU HM3BECTHBIMM YUeHBIMH, kKak Maiiki Koy, Ixeitmc Bepu
u ap. B uem xe 3akitoyaeTcsl yHUKaJbHBIN BKJIaa xKypHaia «Psychology
in Russia: State of the Art»? Bce ctaTb B HeM myOIUKYIOTCS Ha aHTJIMIM-
CKOM fA3BIKE, IIPU ATOM Ha KaXKJOM dTalle peAaKTypa TEKCTa TILATEIbHO
COIIACOBBIBAETCS ¢ aBTOPOM. DTO MO3BOJISIET 3apyOeKHBIM YHMTATEISM
3HaKOMUTBCS C paboTaMU COBPEMEHHBIX POCCUHUCKMX TMCHUXOJIOIOB HEro-
CpelCTBEHHO, He Oepsi Ha ce0sl TPYA CaMOCTOSATEIBHOIO MepeBoia U U3-
Oerast CMBICIIOBBIX UCKa)keHUH. [Ipy 3TOM )KypHAN mpearaet myoiuka-
LIMH O HOBBIX MCCIIEIOBAHUSX, MOJJEPKUBASI TUAJIOT € 3apyOeKHbIMH Ha-
YYHBIMH LIKOJIAMU «B PEATbHOM BPEMEHUY.

AHanu3  pacmpeneleHus —crated mo  pyOpuKaMm  OKypHala
B 2008—2015 rr. moka3pIBaeT, YTO CAMBIMHM HAIOJHSICMBIMHU SBIISIOT-
ca «MeaunuHCcKas W KJIMHUYECKas IMcuxojiorusy, «CouuanbHas IMCH-
xonorus», «llcuxonorus oOpazoBaHus», «Teopus U METONOJIOTHSI»,
«IIcuxodusnonorusy». B skypHaie mpeacTaBiIeHbl HE IPOCTO PaOOTHI 1O
MEIULUHCKON MCUXOJOTUU, HO CTaThbH COTPYIHHUKOB KPYyHMHEHIINX Me-
auuuHeKkux By3oB, HUM, neueGHbIX neHTpoB. XKypHan BeneT >¢dek-
THBHYI0 MEXIUCIHILINHAPHYIO paboTy B chepe MEIHIIMHCKON IICUXO0-
JIOTUU U TICUXOJIOTUH 3/I0POBBS.

3HayMTENbHOE BIMSHHUE Ha pa3BUTHE XypHaja B 2014-2016 rr. oxa-
3aja noxpnuepxkka DenepanbHoi 1esneBod nporpammel «MccnenoBanus
U pa3pabOTKU MO NPUOPUTETHBIM HANPABICHUSIM Pa3BUTHS HAyUYHO-
TexHonornueckoro komrmiekca Poccun va 20142020 roaei». bnaromaps
9TOMY peAaKLMs KypHaja cMOIJla peaiu30BaTh CTPATErnYeCKU MiaH
pPa3BUTHUS, @ TAaK)Ke BOCIOJIb30BATHCS PAJIOM NMPAKTUYECKUX BO3MOXKHO-
CTeH, HalpuMep, JEKTPOHHOU peaaknuen Elpub u meponpustusmMu s
MOBBIIIICHIST KOMITETEHITNI CBOMX COTPYIHUKOB B chepe padOTHI ¢ u3a-
HUEM MEXJTYHapOIHOTO YPOBHSI.
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HekoTopble HaykoMeTpuyeckme nokasaTteAmn
paboTbl XypHaAa

AKTyaJbHOCTh MYONUKAIlMH KypHajla MOATBEpPKAaeTCcs M HayKoMe-
TpuyeckuMu nanubiMu. B 2013 1. )xypHan Bomen B 6a3y Scopus. B 2014 1.
ero mujekc uutupyemoctu Scopus SJR coctaBuia 0,218 (3 xBapTuib),
aB 2015 . — yxe 0,41 (2 kBapTHJIb) IPU CHUKEHUH KOJTUYECTBA CAMOIHU-
TupoBaHuil. KonuuecTBo NUTUpOBaHU cTaTeil U3 xypHaia B E-library
BeIpociio co 103 B 2014 1. 1o 261 B 2015 ., a moka3aTens )xypHalia Science
Index yBenuuuncs ¢ 0,041 no 0,197 3a 3ToT nepuox.

Eme onHMM BakKHBIM CTaTHUCTUYECKHUM IIOKa3aTeneM padoThl XKypHa-
Ja ABJISIETCS NPeOCMABIeHHOCb NYOIUKAYUL U3 PA3HBIX PEeUOHO08, KO-
Topas omnpexaensercs no adpduauanuu aBTOpoB. B pegakiMOHHYIO KOJI-
JIETHUIO J)KypHAasla BXOAUT PaBHOE KOJIMYECTBO OTEUECTBEHHBIX U 3apyOex-
HBIX CHEIHaJINCTOB.

IlocTeneHHO MeHSIeTCsl MPOLEHTHOE COOTHOIICHHWE MEXIY CTaThsMU
aBTOPOB, ahPUIHPOBAHHBIX K MOCKOBCKHM BY3aM U POCCHIICKHM By3aM
JIPYTUX TOPOJIOB: JOMUHUPOBaHUE MOCKBBI, HAaOJIOaBIIEeCs B MEPBbIX
HOMepax >XypHaua, ociadeBaeT. B 2015 . BKkiag pocCHIICKUX KOJLIET U3
JIPyTHX TOPOoJ10B BBIpoC ¢ 19 % 1o 41 %. 310 naet »xypHary BO3MOXKHOCTb
COOTBETCTBOBATH CTATYCy «PErHMOHAIBHOTO» — KaK €ro ONPEAEIIIOT MeX-
IyHapoaHbIe pedepaTuBHBIC 0a3bl, T.€. MPEICTABISIIOMIETO PabOThHl yue-
HBIX CO BCEH CTpaHbl.

Cpenu MOCKOBCKHMX BY30B HauOoJbllIee YHCIO MyOIUKalui HCXOIHO
npuxoaunock Ha MI'Y um. M. B. JlomonocoBa. Celiuac pa3zHooOpa3sue
ad¢uHanui K By3aM pacTer, a 01 myonukanuii apropos u3 MI'Y cau-
3unach ¢ 33,72 % B 2014 1. 1o 16,23 % B 2015 1. [lons Bki1aia 3apyOeKHBIX
Kkoser koneoieres ot 11 % no 23 % Bcex cTarei B rof.

JocTUTHYTBIE pe3yJbTaThl OTYACTH OOBSICHIIOTCS TaKUMU (Qopma-
MM NPUBJIEYEHUS] HOBBIX aBTOPOB, KaK HMH(OpPMalLMOHHOE MapTHEp-
CTBO Ha MEXIYHApOJHBIX KOHPEPCHIUIX, HHTCPHET-PACCHLIKA U Be-
JICHUE CTpaHHUIlbl XypHasia B Facebook. B 2016 r. )xypHas ctan odu-
OHUAIBHBIM WH()OPMAIMOHHBEIM HapTHEPOM psja KPYIHBIX MEXKIY-
HapoIHBIX KoH(pepeHnuii: Vygotskiy Conference (B IlopTyramum),
Fechner Day 2016 (32" Annual Meeting of the International Society
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for Psychophysics), 5" Annual International Research-to-Practice
Conference «Early Childhood Care and Education» (ECCE 2016)
u Annual Conference of the International Society for Intelligence
Research (ISIR). DTo cmnocoOCTBOBAIO MPUBICYESHUIO BHUMAHUS MEXK-
JYHAapOAHON 00IIeCTBEHHOCTH.

Cpenu crateii, o koTopsiM B 2015 1. pepakiueil ObUI0 TPUHSITO OKOH-
yaTellbHOE pelleHue (OMmyOIIMKOBaTh WM OTKJIOHUTB), JOJIS OTKJIOHEH-
HBIX cocTaBuiIa okoio 47 %.

Peer-review n npoueaypbl 06ecrnevyeHns kKadectea

Penakius xypHalia MOCTOSHHO paboTaeT HaJl MOBBIIICHUEM KauyecTBa
nyonukanuii. OCHOBHOW MpoLEeaypoll pabOThl CO CTATbsIMU SBISETCS
JIBOITHOE cllenoe peLeH3upoBaHue, MPOXOAIIee B ABa dTara.

[TomMuMo oOIIEHAYUYHBIX 3aJay, pelIaeMbIX B MpoIecce PereH3upoBa-
HUS, peJaKlus KypHaja ylneiseT BHUMaHHE PEUICHUIO psijaa creuudu-
YyecKux mpoosneM. Bo-niepBbiX, 3HAUNTENbHAS 0 [I0JaBa€MbIX MaTepH-
aJIOB UMEET HMU3KOE KayecTBO NepeBoja Ha aHrimiickuil sa3eik. C 2014 1.
penakuus BBeJa MpoLeaypy IPOBEPKH KadecTBa MepeBoaa, 00sf3aTelb-
HYIO 1J1 BceX aBTOPOB. [IpoBepKy MPOBOAUT PEAAKTOP — HOCUTENb SA3bI-
ka. Kaxxgas ctaThs noiaydaer oueHky no 10-6annbHoii mkase, 6 0aiioB
SBJISICTCS] KPUTHYECKUM 3HaYeHHeM. ABTOpaM CTaTei, MOJYyUYUBIIUX Me-
Hee 6 6aoB, mpeIaraeTcs 10padoTarh ux.

Bo-BTOpBIX, B pPOCCUHCKOM NCHUXOJOTUH CTUXHWHO CIIOXHUJIUCH CBOH
Tpamguuuu OQOPMIICHHS HAYYHBIX MyOJUKalUd, CTPYKTYpPHpPOBa-
HUS cTaTedl M JIp., KOTOPble HE COOTBETCTBYIOT MEXAYHAapOAHBIM Tpe-
OoBanusM. JKypHas mpuaepKuBaeTcs MyOJIMKAMOHHBIX CTaHJApPTOB
AMepuKaHCKOl rncuxonoruueckoi accounauuu. Ilogpodnas mnpopma-
1us o TpeOoBaHUAX K 0hOPMIICHUIO cTaTeil pa3MmeneHa Ha caiite. Takxke
[IPU MOCTYIJIEHUU B PEAAKLIMIO CTAaThsl MPOXOAUT MPOBEPKY HA COOTBET-
ctBUe 6a30Boii cTpykType (Introduction, Methods and Materials, Results,
Discussion and Conclusion).

B-TpeTbux, Bce cTaTbM 3apyOE€XHBIX aBTOPOB MPOXOAAT MPOBEP-
Ky Ha HaJM9He HEKOPPEKTHBIX 3auMcTBOBaHUH B cucteme CrossCheck.
CnydaeB njarvara Ha JaHHBIM MOMEHT BBISIBJICHO HE ObLIO.
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