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

EDITORIAL PROCESS

Callaham M, McCulloch C. 
Longitudinal trends in the 
performance of scientific peer 
reviewers. Annals of Emergency 
Medicine 2011;57(2):141-148 
Editors at the Annals of Emerging 
Medicine rated the quality of 
every review performed by 
journal’s reviewers during a 
14-year longitudinal study. Results 
demonstrated slow but steady 
deterioration of most peer reviewers’ 
performance on validated quality 
scores for article assessment over the 
years. This performance is consistent 
with studies of performance over time 
in disciplines other than medicine. 

Cobo E, Cortés J, Ribera IM et 
al. Effect of using reporting 
guidelines during peer review 
on quality of final manuscripts 
submitted to a biomedical journal: 
masked randomised trial. BMJ 
2011;343:d6783 
According to this study, additional 
reviews based on reporting guidelines 
(such as STROBE and CONSORT) 
result in a moderate improvement 
in manuscript quality. Nevertheless, 
authors in a mid-level medical journal 
have difficulties in adhering to high 
methodological standards at the 
latest research phases. To boost paper 
quality and impact, authors should 
be aware of future requirements 
of reporting guidelines at the very 
beginning of their study.
doi: 10.1136/bmj.d6783

Leek JT, Taub MA, Pineda FJ. 
Cooperation between referees 
and authors increases peer 
review accuracy. PLoS ONE 
2011;6(11):e26895 

Researchers from John Hopkins 
Bloomberg School of Public Health 
published results of a peer review 
simulation game designed to test 
the effects of open vs. closed review 
on reviewer accuracy. Through both 
theoretical modeling and their game, 
played by a small community of 
scientists over cloud computing, they 
found that reviewers spend more 
time, are more collaborative and more 
accurate when review is open than 
when they work anonymously. 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0026895

Mertens S, Baethge C. The virtues of 
correct citation: careful referencing 
is important but is often neglected 
even in peer reviewed articles. 
Deutsches Ärzteblatt International 
2011;108(33):550-552 
References in scientific publications 
often contain errors, such as their 
choice and placing. The following 
mistakes can appear: the source does 
not support the statement (quotation 
error); the reference citation is placed 
in such a way that it is not clear 
which statement it relates to; the 
bibliographic data are incomplete 
or wrong (citation errors). A small 
pilot study of references in Deutsches 
Ärtzeblatt indicated an error rate 
in references of around 20% (a 
conservative estimate). It would be 
helpful to describe how the authors 
selected the references they have used, 
if there were inclusion and exclusion 
criteria, which databases were 
searched and so on.
doi:10.3238/arztebl.2011.0550

Mietchen D. Peer reviews: make 
them public. Nature 2011;473(452) 
A public-review policy would help 
editors and increase a journal’s 
reputation, particularly if others 
in the field publicly shared their 
own relevant observations. Public 
reviews, including those of rejected 
manuscripts, would also provide an 
incentive for authors to submit their 
work only when it is ready, helping to 
lower rejection rates.
doi:10.1038/473452b

ETHICAL ISSUES

Desai SS, Shortell CK. Conflicts of 
interest for medical publishers and 
editors: protecting the integrity 
of scientific scholarship. Journal of 
Vascular Surgery 2011;54(3):59S-63S 
This article discusses the potential 
conflicts of interest between editors, 
contributing authors, the publisher, 
and advertisers in the medical 
publication process. Editors and 
publishers should protect editorial 
independence, promote the use of a 
scientific arbitration board for serious 
disputes, promote transparency 
throughout all stages of publication, 
and take advantage of an effective 
legal framework.
doi: 10.1016/j.jvs.2011.05.111

Foo JYA, Wilson SJ. An analysis on 
the research ethics cases managed 
by the Committee on Publication 
Ethics (COPE) between 1997 and 
2010. Science and Engineering Ethics 
2011, 29 April e-pub 
This article reviewed the outcomes 
of 408 cases that the Committee 
on Publication Ethics (COPE) had 
investigated between 1997 and 2010 
with respect to 7 distinct criteria. 
The results showed that the number 
of ethical implications per case had 
not changed significantly since 1997, 
and that the number of ethical cases, 
including research misconduct, was 
not diminishing. 
doi: 10.1007/s11948-011-9273-3

Lacasse JR, Leo J. Knowledge of 
ghostwriting anf financial conflicts-
of-interest reduces the perceived 
credibility of biomedical research. 
BMC Research Notes 2011;4:27 
This study provides information on 
how practicing clinicians perceive 
research in which multiple conflicts 
of interest (COI) are disclosed. The 
authors developed two research 
vignettes presenting a fictional 
antidepressant medication study, one 
in which the authors had no COI and 
another in which there were multiple 
COI disclosed. Perceived credibility 
ratings were much lower in the COI 
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group that is, increased disclosure 
of COI resulted in lower credibility 
ratings.
doi: 10.1186/1756-0500-4-27

Macleod M. Why animal research 
needs to improve. Nature 
2011;477:511 
Scant attention is usually given by 
authors, reviewers and editors to the 
basic aspects related to the design 
of experiments that use animals to 
model human diseases. In the face 
of pressures to reduce the number of 
animals used, researchers often do 
studies that are too small to detect 
a significant effect, and also tend to 
publish only positive results. Rules 
need to be changed: the review process 
must do much more to assess bias.
doi:10.1038/477511a

Petrini C. Pardon my asking: do we 
need eMinence-based bioethics? 
Annali dell’Istituto Superiore di Sanità 
2011;47(3):243-244 
What kind of ethics is useful 
for researchers? Nowadays the 
proliferation of bioethic experts and 
the success of practical guidelines 
are a fact from which the author of 
this editorial draws the following 
conclusions: people find bioethics and 
guidelines helpful; expertise in ethics 
is most of all a matter of correct or 
true judgment; and experts should be 
able to communicate.
doi: 10.4415/ANN_ 11_03_01

Shashok K. Authors, editors, and 
the signs, symptoms and causes 
of plagiarism. Saudi Journal of 
Anaesthesia 2011;5(3):303-307 
This article discusses how plagiarism 
is defined and suggests some possible 
causes for its increase in scientific 
literature. Nowadays there is some 
awareness that re-use of words in 
research articles by no English-
mother tongue authors should be 
distinguished from intentional 
stealing other authors’ ideas. Practical 
advice is given to researchers on how 
to improve their writing and citing 
skills and thus avoid accusations of 
plagiarism.
doi: 10.4103/1658-354X.84107

Steen RG. Retractions in the 
scientific literature: do authors 
deliberately commit research fraud? 
Journal of Medical Ethics 2011;37:113-
117 
A study tested the “deliberate fraud” 
hypothesis that some authors 
deliberately commit research fraud. 
It is based on the presumption 
that authors producing fraudulent 
papers specifically target journals 
with a high impact factor, have 
other fraudulent publications, delay 
retracting the paper and collaborate 
with co-authors who also have other 
retractions for fraud. All 788 English 
language papers retracted from the 
PubMed database between 2000 and 
2010 were evaluated. doi: 10.1136/
jme.2010.038125

Stern S, Lemmens T. Legal remedies 
for medical ghostwriting: imposing 
fraud liability on guest authors of 
ghostwritten articles. PLoS Med 
2011;8(8):e1001070 
The article focuses on ghostwriting 
and guest authorship in industry-
controlled research: several examples 
have revealed the use of ghostwriters 
to insert concealed marketing 
messages favourable to a company’s 
product, and the recruitment 
of academics as “guest” authors 
despite not fulfilling authorship 
criteria. Medical journals, academic 
institutions, and professional 
disciplinary bodies have thus far failed 
to enforce effective sanctions. The 
authors suggest the imposition of legal 
liability on guest authorship as fraud. 
doi: 10.1371/journal.pmed.1001070 

Varghese T. Misconducts in the 
publication of biomedical articles. 
Calicut Medical Journal 2011;9(2):e1 
Many articles appearing in biomedical 
journals are done and published 
solely for academic advancement. 
According to the author, the editor of 
the Calicut Medical Journal, medical 
journal editors face many types of 
misconduct, the most common of 
them is plagiarism. Nowadays most 
of journals use specialised softwares 
to detect plagiarism: they compare 
the submitted article with huge 
depositories of published literature to 
look for evidence of similarity.

Zigmond MJ. Making ethical 
guidelines matter. American Scientist 
2011;99(4):296 
Today more than 50 scientific 
societies have written guidelines on 
research ethics for their members. 
These societies are uniquely 
positioned to understand and develop 
effective codes of conduct for the 
specific segment of science that they 
represent. Research institutions 
can set standards only for the most 
basic and universal matters, such 
as plagiarism and fabrication of 
data. The example of guidelines 
issued by the American Society for 
Neuroscience (SfN) is provided 
illustrating how a professional society 
can go beyond guidelines alone to 
promote research integrity in other 
dynamic ways.
doi: 10.1511/2011.91.296

Wager E. How journals can prevent, 
detect and respond to misconduct. 
Notfall+Rettungsmedizin German 
Interdisciplinary Journal of Emergency 
Medicine 2011, 30 October:1-3 
Editors of science journals are 
sometimes reluctant to retract 
articles. Reasons may include 
concerns about litigation or about 
effects a retraction might have on the 
reputation of a journal. Editors should 
work to prevent and detect potential 
misconduct by educating researchers 
and authors about good practices. 
Journals policies and guidelines 
should also inform peer reviewers and 
editors about their responsibilities for 
ensuring the integrity of the process 
and of what is reported. 
doi: 10.1007/s10049-011-1543-8

INFORMATION RETRIEVAL

Gómez-Núñez AJ, Vargas-Quesada B, 
de Moya-Anegón F et al. Improving 
SCImago Journal & Country Rank 
(SJR) subject classification through 
reference analysis. Scientometrics 
2011;89:741-758
This work introduces a proposal to 
improve the categorization of Scopus 
database journals included at the 
SCImago Journal & Country Rank 
(SJR) portal using reference analyisis of 
citing journals. This method represents 
a consistent and congruent new 
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disciplinary structure, showing a solid 
performance in grouping journals at 
a higher level than categories - that 
is, aggregating journals into subject 
areas. It should be supplemented with 
additional techniques.
doi: 10.1007/s11192-011-0485-8

Voronin Y, Myrzahmetov 
A, Bernstein A. Access to 
scientific publications: the 
scientist’s perspective. PLoS One 
2011;6(11):e27868 
This study used the field of HIV 
vaccine research as a barometer to 
measure the degree to which scientists 
have access to published research. This 
area of research - of critical importance 
for the developing countries - saw 
recent growth in the popularity of 
open-access journals, but the exact 
impact of these changes is not yet clear. 
Institutional subscriptions continue 
to play an important role, however, 
subscriptions do not provide access to 
the full range of HIV vaccine research 
literature. A variety of other means 
to access literature are investigated, 
including emailing corresponding 
authors or joint affiliations.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0027868

LANGUAGE AND WRITING

Hartley J. Making the journal 
abstract more concrete. Journal of 
Scholarly Publishing 2011;43(1):110-115 
Abstracts in social science journals 
have been criticized in the past for 
being imprecise. Readers need to 
know in which discipline a study 
has taken place, how many and what 
kinds of participants have been 
involved and what methodologies 
have been used. The author provides 
three examples of how abstracts 
could be improved and made more 
concrete.
doi: 10.3138/jsp.43.1.110

Lang TA. The illusion of certainty 
and the certainty of illusion: a 
caution when reading scientific 
articles. International Journal of 
Occupational and Environmental 
Medicine 2011;2(2):118-123 
This article provides an example of 
the analyses needed to understand 
a single sentence in a scientific 

journal. In so doing, it raises several 
interesting issues of meaning, 
measurement, statistical analyses, 
and the form in which results are 
presented and interpreted. According 
to the author, most authors have never 
been taught how to communicate 
technical information in writing, and 
most journals do not have the time to 
edit a paper thoroughly.

PUBLISHING

Davis P. Have journal editors 
become anachronisms? Scholarly 
Kitchen blog 2011, 19 September 
Are journal editors an anachronism? 
On the Guardian a recurring 
revolutionary theme has been recently 
reported: publishing must be taken 
back from editors and the institutions 
and returned to the people. In this 
blog post it is discussed why we 
still need editors and their journals, 
perhaps more than ever before. The 
information overload is a problem of 
quality-signalling between authors 
and readers, and the role of editors 
is enhanced - not diminished - in 
mediating these signals. Journals 
should be then considered as 
mediators of quality signals and 
not as a mechanism to control the 
distribution of scientific research.

Jubb M. Heading for the open road: 
costs and benefits of transitions in 
scholarly communications. Liber 
Quarterly 2011;21(1):102-104 
This article reports on a study 
investigating the drivers, costs and 
benefits of potential ways to increase 
access to scholarly journals. A detailed 
and authorative analysis of how it could 
be achieved identifying five different 
scenarios over the next five years: gold 
and green open access, moves towards 
national licensing, publisher-led 
delayed open access, and transactional 
models. It then compares and evaluates 
benefits, costs, and risks for the UK. 
Policymakers should encourage the 
use of existing subject and institutional 
repositories (green infrastructure) and 
in parallel promote and facilitate a 
transition to gold open access. 

Reilly S, Schallier W, Schrimpf S. et 
al. Report on integration of data and 

publications. Alliance for Permanent 
Access. ODE Project 2011, 17 Oct. 
As part of the ODE (Opportunities 
for Data Exchange) project this 
report presents current opinions 
from numerous sources to reveal 
opportunities for supporting a 
more connected and integrated 
scholarly record. Four perspectives 
are considered, those of researchers, 
publishers, libraries and data entry. 
It examines how scholarly journals 
handle the increasing amount of data 
in the article by considering different 
publishing models (peer reviewed 
articles, supplementary files, etc). 

RESEARCH EVALUATION

Abramo G., D’Angelo CA, Di Costa 
F. National research assessment 
exercises: a comparison of peer 
review and bibliometrics rankings. 
Scientometrics 2011;89:929-941
There is unanimous agreement 
that resources for science 
should be assigned according to 
rigorous evaluation criteria. Some 
governments have already introduced 
bibliometric methodology in support 
or substitution for more traditional 
peer review. The aim of this work was 
to compare ranking lists of Italian 
universities obtained through peer 
review for the period 2001-2003, with 
those obtained from bibliometric 
simulations. The comparison showed 
great differences between the two 
methodologies, raising strong doubts 
about the peer review reliability.
doi: 10.1007/s11192-011-0459-x

Bornmann L, Schier H, Marz W et 
al. Does the h index for assessing 
single publications really work? 
A case study on papers published 
in chemistry. Scientometrics 
2011;89:835-843 
The results from a study on the peer 
review process of the Angewandte 
Chemie International Edition showed a 
correlation between peer assessments 
and single publication h index values: 
after publication, manuscripts with 
positive ratings by the journal’s 
reviewers showed on average higher 
h index values than manuscripts with 
negative ratings by reviewers.
doi: 10.1007/s11192-011-0472-0
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Marshall E, Travis J. U.K. Scientific 
papers rank first in citations. Science 
2011, October 28;334:443 
The UK Department for Business, 
Innovation and Skills released a citation 
analysis that found that UK “attracts 
more citations per pound spent in 
overall research and development 
than any other country”. A similar 
analysis for the period 1991 to 2010 by 
Thomson Reuters reported that UK 
produced 17% of the world’s research 
papers with more than 500 citations 
and 20% of those with more than 1,000 
citations. Today UK scientific papers 
have the greatest impact in the world 
and biological sciences are the strongest 
area of research. 

Namazi MR, Fallahzadeh MK. 
n-index: A novel and easily-
calculable parameter for 
comparison of researchers working 
in different scientific fields. Indian 
Journal of Dermatology, Venereology 
and Leprology 2010;76(3):229-230 
A very simple and easily calculable 
index for comparison of researchers 
working in different fields is 
suggested. This is the n-index = 
researcher’s h index divided by the 
highest h-index of the journals of 
his/her major field of study (n is the 
initial letter of Namazi, co-author 
of this article). This novel index can 
overcome the problem of unequal 
citations in different fields, as 
publications in certain disciplines are 
typically cited much more or much 
less than in others. 
doi:10.4103/0378-6323.62960

Solimini AG, Solimini R. Impact 
Factor and other metrics for 
evaluating science: essentials for 
public health practitioners. Italian 
Journal of Public Health 2011;8(1):96-103 
This article reviews the most widely 
used metrics, highlighting the pros 
and cons of each of them. The rigid 
application of quantitative metrics 
to judge the quality of a journal, of a 
single publication or of a researcher 
suffers from many negative issues 
and is prone to many reasonable 
criticisms. A solution could be the 
use of a qualitative assessment by a 
panel review based on few but robust 
quantitative metrics.

Winker K. In scientific publishing 
at the article level, effort matters 
more than journal impact factors. 
Bioessays 2011;33(6):400-402.
Effort involved in producing a 
particular paper is difficult to 
quantify. Nevertheless, working hard 
and number of authors are the most 
important factors affecting number 
of citations. According to the author, 
effort - and how to measure it - 
should be incorporated into future 
bibliometric studies. doi: 10.1002/
bies.201100020

SCIENCE

Habibzadeh F. Geopolitical changes 
and trends in Middle Eastern 
countries’ contributions to world 
science over the past three decades. 
Archives of Iranian Medicine 
2011;14(5):310-311 
It is not possible to study the Middle 
East science growth without 
considering its geopolitical changes. 
Despite a nearly constant tension over 
the past 3 decades, science production 
in this region has grown nearly four 
times faster than the rest of the world. 
In particular Iran and Turkey had 
a fast growth, followed by Cyprus, 
Oman, and the United Arab Emirates. 

Khatib F, DiMaio F, Cooper S et al. 
Crystal structure of a monomeric 
retroviral protease solved by protein 
folding game players. Nature 
Structural & Molecular Biology 
2011;epub. September 18. 
Foldit is a multiplayer online game 
that allows players worldwide to 
solve complex protein-structure 
prediction problems. A 15-year-old 
AIDS problem was recently solved in 
just three weeks by a group of online 
gamers. They created a model of a 
protein that scientists haven’t been able 
to model themselves, using a game-like 
structure. This result indicates a high 
potential for integrating video games 
into the real-world scientific process 
and for solving, if properly directed, a 
wide range of scientific problems. 
doi: 10.1038/nsmb.2119

Leshner AI. Innovation 
needs novel thinking. Science 
2011;332(6033):1009. 

Science, technology and innovation 
are critical drivers of economic 
growth and national well-being of 
a country. Investing in them has 
become a hope for many countries, 
both rich and poor. But innovation 
demands that novel ideas are pursued, 
and to attract them some long-held 
traditions and modes of operation 
need to be re-examined. Some issues 
are highlighted to foster innovation 
and economic success. Among 
them, the peer-review process, the 
evaluation timeline and criteria for 
judging and rewarding performance, 
the increase in number of young 
researchers and diversity of scientific 
human resource pool. 
doi: 10.1126/science.1208330

O’Keeffe J, Willinsky J, Maggio L. 
Public access and use of health 
research: an exploratory study of 
the National Institutes of Health 
(NIH) Public Access Policy using 
interviews and surveys of health 
personnel. Journal of Medical Internet 
Research 2011;13(4):e97 
In 2008, the National Institutes of 
Health (NIH) Public Access Policy 
mandated open access for publications 
resulting from NIH funding. This 
study measured current use, interest, 
and barriers among health personnel 
of research to establish the potential 
impact of NIH Policy on health care 
quality and outcomes. The results of 
the study showed expectation for a 
positive impact.
doi:10.2196/jmir.1827

Peng RD. Reproducible research 
in computational science. Science 
2011;334; 1226-1227 
Computational science has led to 
exciting new developments in many 
scientific areas. The availability of 
large public databases has allowed 
researchers to make meaningful 
scientific contributions. Replication 
is the ultimate standard by which the 
value of scientific claims is assessed, 
particularly when full independent 
replication of a study is not feasible. 
However, there are some barriers to 
reproducible research, and the author 
proposes some steps to improve the 
current situation. 
doi: 10.1126/science.1213847
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SCIENCE COMMUNICATION

Barron P. The library of the future: 
Google’s vision for books. Learned 
Publishing 2011:24:197-201 
Much of the world’s most useful 
information is locked within 
books and it is stored offline. As a 
consequence, the vast majority of 
books ever written are not accessible 
to the majority of people. In this 
article the author, Google’s Director 
of External Relations for Europe, the 
Middle East and Africa, points out 
some of the huge opportunities that 
lie ahead in the relationship between 
the Internet and the world of books. 
He discusses Google’s vision of the 
power and value to society of its book 
digitization programme, Google 
Books, launched in 2004 with the aim 
of bringing as many as possible of the 
world’s books online.
doi: 10.1087/20110307

Spiegelhalter D, Pearson M, Short I. 
Visualizing uncertainty about the 
future. Science 2011;333(6048):1393-
1400. 
In this review current practice for 
communicating uncertainties by 
means of graphic visualizations are 
examined, using examples drawn 
from sport, weather, climate, health, 
economics, and politics. The most 
suitable choice of visualization to 
illustrate uncertainty depends closely 
on the objectives of the presenter, the 
context of communication, and the 
audience. Useful recommendations are 
provided, although careful case studies 
are needed describing the development 
and evaluation of specific examples in 
a wide range of contexts. 
doi: 10.1126/science.1191181

Gasparyan AY. Familiarizing with 
science editors’ associations. 
Croatian Medical Journal 
2011;52(6):735-739

The role of editors’ associations 
is evolving to solve the numerous 
problems of efficient writing, 
editing, and publishing. This 
article presents activities carried 
out by some international science 
editors’ associations, that include 
developing standards and guidelines 
of science writing, editing, indexing, 
research reporting, peer review, 
editorial independence, and other 
editorial policies. They also facilitate 
distribution of information and 
networking, conducting research, and 
publishing periodical literature. 
doi: 10.3325/cmj.2011.52.735

Thanks to James Hartley, Valerie 
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and Kate Whittaker.

Anna Maria Rossi 
Publishing Unit, Istituto Superiore di 

Sanità, Rome
annamaria.rossi@iss.it

At the AGM in Tallinn in June 2012, a new Council will be 
elected. The following members of the existing Council are 
standing down: 
Vice Presidents: Alison Clayson; Reme Melero
Ordinary members: Petter Oscarsson; Edward Towpik

Below is a list of nominees who have accepted.

President Joan Marsh UK

Vice President Ana Marusic Croatia

Eva Baranyiova Slovakia

Member Paola DeCastro Italy

Alex Edelman France

Elea Giménez Toledo Spain

Shirin Heidari Switzerland

Izet Masic Bosnia & 
Herzegovina

Chris Sterken Belgium

Sylwia Ufnalska Poland

At present there are seven nominees for five places on 
Council.  Members of EASE may also, not less than 90 days 
before the General Meeting (9 March), nominate any eligible 
member of the Association for each office or position. Each 
nomination must be made in writing to the Secretary, by two 
members, and should enclose a signed letter from the nominee 
agreeing to his/her nomination, and a brief curriculum vitae of 

Council nominations
the nominee. These nominees shall be added to the list drawn 
up by the nominations committee. Details of the procedure 
may be found in the Statutes and Bye-Laws of EASE, available 
on the About EASE section of the website.

Science Editors’ Handbook
We are pleased to announce 
that Pippa Smart is joining the 
Publications Committee and will 
take responsibility for the Science 
Editors’ Handbook.  Pippa runs 
her own company, providing 
services for publishers, research 
and publishing associations, 
development agencies and 
editorial groups. She teaches a 
course on how to be a successful 
journal editor, which she ran for 
EASE in Warsaw last year and will 

be holding again in Tallinn in June.
The Science Editors’ Handbook was created to encourage 

good practice in the editing of publications in the sciences. 
From its humble beginnings in 1982, the Handbook now 
runs to 57 chapters arranged in four sections, Editing, 
Standards and Style, Nomenclature and Terminology and 
Publishing and Printing.  It now needs updating to reflect 
developments in editing and publishing, particularly 
with regard to the digital transition.  Anyone interested 
in contributing should contact Pippa (pippa.smart@
googlemail.com).


