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What’s wrong with journal metrics?
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Figure 5 Average APC in USD by impact factor below illustrates the same data.
Average APC in USD by impact factor
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Figure 5 Average APC in USD by impact factor

Heather Morrison et al, 2021,
https://sustainingknowledgecommons.org/2021/06/24/open-access-
article-processing-charges-2011-2021/
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Alternatives to journal based metrics
for assessing

Journals?
Research?
Researchers?
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Alternatives to journal metrics for
assessing journals

1. Add in even more journal citation metrics?
— proposed by DORA
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DORA

4

The Declaration Signers Case Studies Resources Blog )

an Francisco Declaratlon on Research /
sessment -

ommendations:

nased metrics, such as Journal Impact Factors, in funding,

appointment, and promotion considerati

the need to 5SS on its own merits rather than on the basis of the journal in which the research is
published; and

the need to C ine publication (such as relaxing unne ry limits
on the number of words, figures, and references in articles, and exploring new indicators of significance and
impact).
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Also DORA:

For publishers

6. Greatly reduce emphasis on the journal impact factor as a promotional tool, ideally by ceasing to promote the
impact factor or by presenting the metric in the context of a variety of journal-based metrics (e.qg., 5>-year impact
factor, EigenFactor [8], SCimago [9], h-index, editorial and publication times, etc.) that provide a richer view of
journal performance.
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Other journal metrics suggested by
DORA

* 5 year impact factor
— Average cites per paper over 5 years

« Eigenfactor

— Based on a journal’s influence (citedness) within the Clarivate
citation network. All journals’ Eigenfactors sum to 100.

« H-index
— Number of articles (h) with at least h citations.

« SJR

— ‘Prestige’ journal metric
— More highly cited journals lend ‘prestige’ to the journals they cite
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Alternatives to journal metrics for
assessing journals

2. Curated lists
— Peer assessment of journal brand / reputation
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Curated lists CASS

CHARTERED ASSOCIATION
OF BUSINESS SCHOOLS

Explore ~  Professional Development ~ CMBE v  Events v

o Publication Forum

ﬁ PUBLICATION FORUM EVALUATIONS PUBLICATION CHANNEL SEARCH

Home » Publication Forum
NORWEGIAN REGISTER FOR SCIE

ACADEMIC JOURNAL GUIDE

b I Search
P u I c a t I O n F O I Download Lists (Login) Download current list:
Submit Journal (Login) This action requires login.
PUbl ication Forum (In Finn ISh Often refel‘r Approval procedures You can download the present list of the Norwegian Register for Scientific Journals, Series and Publishers here.
. ) ) It is divided in two parts: one for journals/series and one for publishers. Both parts can be opened by
qua | Ity assessment Of researCh 0 Utp ut. TC criteria for inclusion spreadsheets like Excel or equivalent tools. If problem, try importing the file using a separator. Saving in native
. . . . . PLERILE P spreadsheet format enables you to add formatting and data filter, freeze top row and adjust column widths as
various disciplines, the classification inclu statistics desired.
. o i Decision Level 1
pu blishers. The four-level classification ra Bt Lo 2 Part 1: Scientific Journals, Series (~1 minute preparation, ~7 MB) Larger image of sample columns

disciplines as follows:

1 = basic level NSD Indexes o _
) Part 2: Scientific Publishers (~5 seconds preparation, ~0,5 MB)
_ Iead l.n |EVE| Norwegian Register
= A o C G s i i
g ERIH PLUS riginal title ntes itle PresentLevel ISBN-Prefix  URL Count er Level 2016 Level 2015 L
orl 1 http://www.dialogosfc sv. 1 1
NPI o hnp //www a ph es Tys! kl a o o

3 = highest level

0 = publication channels that don't meet the criteria for level 1.
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Alternatives to journal metrics for
assessing journals

1. More journal citation metrics
— proposed by DORA

2. Curated lists
— Peer assessment of journal brand / reputation

3. Alternative metrics
— Assess other dimensions of journal ‘quality’
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A project by Center for Open Science
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< Back to search results

Molecules
ISSN: 1420-3049
Publisher: MDPI
Language:
Discipline: chemistry

J 0 u rn a I S CO re C a rd S Score Cards Additional comments Price information

Score Card Reviewer Score Action
Journal Seore Card e = - =N
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The life cycle of Journal Score Cards asadkhanbmj 23/05/2019
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Journal Score Card

Q

» - Publish a Score Card
- Invite someone else to do so

- Group invitation

By completing a Journal Score Card in QOAM authors may review the quality of the services of the journal they published in. The Card

has four bullets that can be rated from 1 to 5:
Scores

» The editor of the journal is responsive.
« The peer review of the journal has added value.
« | would recommend scholars to submit their work to this journal.
« | would deem this journal good value for money
Per bullet, the rating options are:
O 1: Absolutely not (1 pt) O 2: Poor (2 pt) O 3: Neutral (3 pt) O 4: Good (4 pt) O 5: Excellent (5 pt)

The average of the ratings is called the Score of the journal.

The Score Card has a free text box for additional comments, with a placeholder question:

Whv would/iwouldn’t vou recommend thi
virny wouiaswouian i youd recommend i

For transparency reasons, editors are requested to tick the following box.
(J 1 am an editor of this journal

(P University

<

Score
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& View

@ View
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SciRev
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Speeding up scientific knowledge production R VIS Tor 2,652 Jotrmat
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Scientometrics
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r Speeding up scientific knowledge production
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Space for 597 reviews for 'Computer and information sciences’

journal
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image
Review reports
Click to go to journal page Average duration (15t review rnd.)
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Computing Systems
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Platform for Responsible
 Editorial Policies (PREP)

@ responsiblejournals.org/database/search
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If you want to ditch journal metrics,
you’ll need to ditch journals...
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Problem
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The future of scholarly communication
Scenario 3: Death of the journal

Preprint servers
and repositories

Journal

Peer review
platforms

https://zenodo.org/record/7076317#.Y Olyatf

Wialtman (2022)
MI2w
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Preprints + (open) peer review

Part 1: Preprinting - where? STENCE
FESTIVAL
Afric%ArXiv agriF Bodchrxiv
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https://zenodo.org/record/7040997#.YOWDVNf

Jeroen Bosman, Bianca Kramer, Jeroen
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Sondervan, Ludo Waltman
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Peer review platforms
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Alternatives to journal metrics for
assessing research

e Peer review

* QOutput level metrics
— Citations G Armett

— Altmetrics The effect of large-scale anti-contagion policies on the COVID-19 pand

Overview of attention for article published in Nature, June 2020
SUMMARY News Blogs Policy documents Twitter Facebook Wikipedia

9 So far, Altmetric has seen 5 policy documents that reference this research output.

4593

Strategies for Recovery: COVID-19 and Urban Transport Policy in Asia

ADB is committed to achieving a prosperous, inclusive, resilient, and sustainable Asia and the Pacific, whil
its efforts to eradicate extreme poverty. Established in 1966, it is owned by 68 members—49 from the reg

@ About this Attention Score

In the top 5% of all research How Risk of Exposure to the Coronavirus at Work Varies by Race and Ethnicit
outputs scored by Altmetric - How to Protect the Health and Well-Being of Workers and Their Families
MORE... The Urban Institute is a Washington D.C.-based think tank that carries out economic and social policy rese
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15:36 Sun 9 Aug - 24% @ )

& nature.com

nature o3

WORLD VIEW - 19 JUNE 2018

How will you judg @ notbyimpactfactor?

“ﬁ. Stop saying that publication metrics don’t matter, and tell early-career
=T .
<=, researcherswhatdoes, saysJohn Tregoning.

i

John Tregoning

y f =

Rumours among junior faculty members are that reports of the death of the J< PDF version
impact factor are greatly exaggerated. In a round of funding earlier this year,
my research output was described as being in “high-impact journals” by one

reviewer and in “middle-tier journals” by another, with knock-on effects on RELATED ARTICLES

their grant scores. Itis not unheard of for people to be told that the only Reviewersareblinkered by
articles that count are the ones in journals with an impact factor that is over bibliometrics

an arbitrary value. Or, worse, that publishing in low-tier journals pollutes

their CVs.

Faculty promotion must assess
That’s true even at institutions that have signed on to the San Francisco reproducibility

Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA), which advocates replacing
M journal impact factors (JIFs) with something better and fairer.

Let’smove beyond the rhetoric:it’'s timeto




Alternatives to journal metrics for
assessing researchers

News » NWO introduces narrative CV format in the 2020 Vici round

NWO infroduces narrative CV format in the
Résumé for Researchers 2020 V|[| round

12 December 2019
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The INORMS SCOPE framework

START WITH WHAT Y
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To conclude

* To eliminate journal metrics, first eliminate the
journal

* To design alternative assessments, adopt a
value-led evaluation framework
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Thank you for listening

Dr Elizabeth Gadd

Chair, INORMS Research Evaluation Group
Research Policy Manager

Loughborough University, UK

Twitter: @lizziegadd
Email: e.a.gadd@lboro.ac.uk

https://lizziegadd.wordpress.com/
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The research evaluation food chain

Data

Global . vendors
rankings

Governments
Funders
Universities

Researchers
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Context: Why and what are you
measuring?

Country HEI Group Individual
Analysis To understand
Advocacy To show off
Accountability To monitor
Acclaim To benchmark
Adaptation To incentivise
Allocation To reward

. Medium impact
. High impact
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SHERPA RoMEO & Journal Checker
Tool

Jisc Digital Resources Open Access

Sherpa Romeo

About Search Statistics Help

Sci

C @ journalcheckertool.org
English Francais

entometrics @ JOURNAL CHECKER TOOL

Publication Information

Title Scientometrics  [English]
SSNs Print: 0138-9130

Which publishing options are supported by your
funder’'s OA policy?

Publishers Springer [Primary Co-Publisher]
Akadémiai Kiado [Co-Publisher]

Electronic: 158

Notes Formerly published by Kluwer

JOURNAL MY FUNDER MY INSTITUTION
Publisher Policy

s pathways permitted by this journals policy are listg By ISSN or title I By funder name I By ROR or name

Published Version £ B & nNore

= Institutional Repository jec B No aﬁiliarion
Accepted Version = nNere =
[patwzy 2l > Authors Homepzge

Accepted Version o =

lpatiwzy o) = Institutionz! Repository, Funder Designated Location

Submitted Version = None =

= Preprint Repesitory. Author's Homepage
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Cabell’s Journalytics

CARBRELLS Journalytics Predatory Reports  Author Services sciento Filters

Scientometrics e 0.902 . ﬁ 33
Qs

e
About
Computer Science 0138-9130 1979
1588-2861 2007
Academics
Akademiai Kiado
Scientometrics aims at publishing original studies, short communicatians,
preliminary reports, review papers, letters to the editor and book reviews on
Monthly RPN JRUURPRPUR S U RS S U PO O TSR G Y T
Read more
SUBMISSION REVIEW
x ".l l, S,
o o [ (]
Il * ara v =
Web 0-5% 32% Blind 1-2mo Yes

] .

g

[&

See Manuscript See Manuscript
Guidelines Guidelines 2Int 2 Ext 1-3 mo Yes
Need help preparing your manuscript? VISIT JOURNAL WEBSITE
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