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In the past 10 years, scientific publication has undergone a rapid and fundamental transformation, being affected by both 
technological evolution and digital systems, as well as by profound changes in the academic and scientific environments. 
We investigated the dynamics of the articles published over the past 10 years, depending on various parameters such as 
language, scientific area, geographic region, type of open access or type of article. The data used were taken from the most 
popular online platforms (Web of Science, Scopus, Science Direct and DOAJ) from 1 January 2007- 31 December 2017 
and targeted only articles (eg original research, editorials, reviews) not book chapters, policy documents or similar. The 
analysis of the data will be presented in relative mode, with the year 2007 as the reference.

Evaluation of the transparency of the peer-review process at Trakya University 
journals

Müge Atakan 
Trakya University, Turkey

Trakya University has ten international peer-reviewed scientific journals. In this research, we analysed the transparency 
of the peer-review process at these journals. We used the 14-item tool of Wicherts to rate transparency of the peer-review 
process. One of the most important ways to provide transparency is to list the criteria used by reviewers to evaluate 
submissions: seven of the ten journals did not do this. The duration of the peer-review process was indicated only in four 
journals. All of the journals published publication ethics principles and provided detailed informations under a separate 
heading. However, only four journals have declared in their websites that their editorial board adheres to the principles 
of COPE, EASE, WAME and/or ICMJE. The research shows that Trakya University journals satisfy most of the criteria of 
Wicherts but there are still some deficiencies and there is still a need for improvement.

Misrepresentation in reported author affiliations to Chilean universities in the 
scholarly literature: a cross-sectional pilot study 
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The purpose of this study is to establish whether there is an empirical basis for author affiliation misrepresentation in 
authors with multiple affiliations who report at least one of them as belonging to a Chilean higher education institution, 
by determining the consistency between the reported affiliation in the article with the reported affiliation in the ORCID 
database. The design is an observational, cross-sectional pilot study on articles indexed in Scopus in 2016. We will retrieve
all of the articles that have at least one author affiliated to a Chilean university in 2016 as registered by the Scopus database. 
We will include in our study any author who reports in the article author byline an affiliation to a Chilean university. 
Misrepresentation of an affiliation is more likely when it is not possible to verify objectively a link between the author and 
the mentioned institution. When an author reports the affiliation in ORCID, we will consider this to be a true affiliation. 
When the affiliation cannot be corroborated by ORCID or by a Google search of institutional websites, we will consider 
this to be a finding of high risk for misrepresentation of the affiliation. Results should be available by June 2018.



Traditional scientific journals in the 21st century

Eva Baranyiová

The 16th and 17th centuries brought important changes in science; the first scientific institutions and societies, such as 
the Royal Society of London and the French Académie des Sciences, were founded, followed by others in many European 
countries. Scientists, their members, needed to present and share discoveries and disputes. The first traditional scientific 
journals came into existence (Journal des Scavans and Transactions of the Royal Society of London, both in 1665). During 
the Enlightenment period, numerous universities founded their own journals, many of which exist to this day. These 
journals used to be financed by the publishing institution, and in many countries they also served the host institution’s 
library in that they were exchanged for journals of other universities.These journals have provided a forum for the scientific 
production of university scholars and students. This basic role of traditional journals has not changed. However, the science 
has. It is no longer a private hobby. In most countries, sophisticated systems of state and private financial support exist and 
research in many branches of sciences is also governed by political necessities. Science has become a huge business. As a 
consequence, the entire science publishing scene has changed and it has been exposed to numerous pressures. Inevitably, 
there are new challenges also for traditional scientific journals. One story of saving a university journal that was nearly 
abandoned after 48 years of existence will be presented along with problems that other such journals are presently facing. 

Increasing quality of academic publishing: Lessons learned from ‘quality 
workshop’ and current standing of Trakya University journals

Erdem Demiroz
Trakya University, Turkey

Trakya University, seen as a gateway between Turkey and the Balkans and the rest of Europe, organised a workshop titled 
“Increasing the quality of academic journals at the Trakya University” in November 2017. The goal of the workshop was to 
involve all stakeholders in the process of academic publishing, to review quality indicators, and to increase the quality of 
the academic journals. Workshop discussions covered several indicators of quality such as: (a) ensuring ethical standards, 
(b) increasing efficiency in reviewer selection and in blind-review processes, (c) having professionally designed policies 
supported by national and international publishing and editing organizations, (d) updating editorial boards to reflect 
international aspect of journals, (e) improving time management efficiency, editorial process and effective communication 
not only with authors but also reviewers, and (f) increasing accessibility and visibility of journals. This study discusses 
these six indicators from a general perspective, and highlights descriptive statistics related to the current standing of ten 
academic journals published by Trakya University. This descriptive paper indicates that there is no single recipe for all 
Trakya University journals to improve quality. Ensuring ethical standards and providing fair blind peer review process are 
two areas in which all Trakya University journals are very strong.



Adherence to international guidelines on publication ethics among journals 
from Trakya University, Turkey: a comparative analysis

Haci Ali Gulec
Trakya University, Edirne, Turkey

The aim of this study was to investigate the extent to which ten journals published by Trakya University in Turkey endorsed 
international guidelines regarding publication ethics. I recorded whether or not the journals mentioned recommendations on 
international ethical issues in their Instructions to Authors, Instructions to reviewers or Good reporting guidelines sections 
on their websites. The results of this study showed that the most of the journals did not specifically endorse well-known 
international guidelines, with the exception of the Balkan Medical Journal. Only this journal mentioned Good reporting 
guidelines, instructions to reviewers and an article withdrawal process. None of the journals mentioned data accessibility. 
There is great potential to enhance transparency of the publishing process and improve scientific ethical standards among 
these journals by providing institutional support and especially by training of the editorial board members.

Fate of manuscripts rejected by the Turkish Archives of Otorhinolaryngology 
between 2015 and 2017

Turgut Karlıdağ¹, Cem Bilgen² and Taner Kemal Erdağ³
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This study investigated the fate of the manuscripts rejected by the Turkish Archives of Otorhinolaryngology (TAO). We 
identified all manuscripts rejected between 1 st January 2015 and 31st December 2016. We searched with the names of the 
first two and the last authors and titles of the articles in Pubmed, Google Scholar and a national index, ULAKBİM Citation 
Index TR, to see if the articles had been published elsewhere. A total of 159 articles were submitted to the journal between 
the mentioned dates and 90 (56.6%) of them were rejected (average rejection time is 25.5 days). Sixty-four of these rejected 
articles (71.1%) were published in other journals by 31 st December 2016 and the average publication time from rejection 
by TAO to publication elsewhere was 199.7 days (20-644 days). Only eight (8.8%) of the articles were published in journals 
listed above TAO in indexes. This shows the precision and success of the reviewers and editorial board of TAO in the 
evaluation of the submitted manuscripts.

Compliance analysis of journals published by Trakya University with principles 
of transparency and best practice in scholarly publishing

Kadri Kiran
Trakya University, Turkey

The Open Access Scholarly Publishers Association (OASPA) published the revised 3rd version of the declaration “Principles 
of Transparency and Best Practice in Scholarly Publishing” for journal editors and publishers at the beginning of 2018. 
Trakya University provides an important contribution to academic publishing in Turkey by publishing 10 scholarly journals. 
In this study, we analysed the compliance of journals published by Trakya University with the 16 items of “Principles of 
Transparency and Best Practice in Scholarly Publishing”. We found that the 10 journals showed 49% compliance with the 
items (range 85.19% - 25.93%). The items with the highest compliance were Journal Name, Governing Body and Archiving 
with 90%: the item with the lowest compliance was Direct Marketing with 0%. All journals published by Trakya University 
are non-profit scientific journals with no publication charge for authors and they offer open access for all types of content.
Thus, the journals see no need to do special marketing to authors and therefore have no direct marketing policies. 
Compliance with Publication ethics was only 13%, which suggests that urgent action is required to improve this.



Assessment of scientific indicators of general medicine journals in the Balkan 
Region

Zafer Kocak, MD, Necdet Sut, PhD
Department of Radiation Oncology and Department of Biostatistics, Trakya University Medical School, Edirne, Turkey

We evaluated the scientific indicators of general medicine journals in the Balkan region. We took being indexed in the 
two databases, Science Citation Index Expanded (SCI-E) and Scopus, as a marker of high impact. We measured scientific 
indicators between 2009 and 2016 using the Scopus and Clarivate Analytics databases. The Scientific journal ranking, 
self- and total cites, international collaboration, uncited and cited documents were derived from the Scopus SCImago 
index. The impact factor scores were taken from the Clarivate Analytics Journal Citation Report. The self-cite and cited 
documents rates were calculated for all journals. Pearson correlation analysis was used to examine the relationship between 
some indicators. We found that eight journals from the Balkan countries were indexed in the SCI-E and Scopus (Croat 
Med J, Acta Clin Croat, Balkan Med J, Turkish Med J, Hippokratia, Vojnosanit Pregl, Srp Arh Celok Lek, Bosn J Basic Med 
Sci). The international collaboration rate, assessed as the number of articles with international authors, was found to be 
positively correlated with Scientific journal ranking (r=0.770; p &lt;0.001) and impact factor (r=0.663, p&lt;0.001). There 
was no correlation between the self-cite rate and Scientific journal ranking (r=-0.081, p=0.526), or between the self-cite 
rate and the cited documents rate (r=-0.198, p=0.117). Among all journals, the Croatian Medical Journal had the highest 
mean cited documents rate (53.2%) and the highest mean impact factor (1.5) and Scientific journal ranking score (0.43). 
The annual change in the rate of self-cite in the past 2 years was below 15% for all the journals. The ratio of the cited-
documents varied according to the journals. In the past 3 years, the journal which increased this rate the most was the 
Balkan Medical Journal (16.6% to 41%). International collaboration should be strengthened and be adopted as the main 
policy for non- mainstream Balkan journals.

Do you plan to implement a data research policy in your journal?
Remedios Melero
Instituto de Agroquímica y Tecnologia de Alimentos-CSIC, Spain
Iain Hrynaszkiewicz
SpringerNature, UK

Funders and governmental agencies are increasingly requiring sharing of research data sharing (either freely available for 
anyone to access or under more restricted sharing agreements, for example on request to specific researchers). Journals can 
play an important role in this process by encouraging or requiring archiving of research data underlying the papers they 
publish. It is desirable that journals’ policies support the requirements of funding agencies and for journals to have a common 
approach to research data policies and in their instructions to authors. However, the needs of specific research communities 
and of journal editors also need to be taken into account when implementing a data sharing policy. This poster includes a set of 
questions that should be responded to before journals and editors make a decision on selecting and implementing a research 
data policy: Should journals require or encourage data sharing? Are they prepared technologically to accept research data as 
supplemental material or should authors deposit in a trusted data repository? Are ethical and privacy issues addressed? Will 
research data be peer reviewed? Other considerations when forming a research data policy include a definition of research 
data, where to archive data (which repositories), how to cite data, how to license data, and which data formats and standards 
are appropriate. These issues, and a collaboration between publishers, funding agencies, institutions, infrastructure providers 
and researchers, has led to the development of a research data policy framework, drafted by the Data policy standardisation 
and implementation interest Group of the Research Data Alliance (RDA). This policy framework will be summarized in its 
final draft version, if it is ready in time for the EASE Conference 2018.



Challenges of publishing in languages other than English

Dra. María del Carmen Ruíz-Alcocer
Intersistemas Editors, AMERBAC (International Affairs Director), WAME (Director), Mexico

The three most spoken languages worldwide are Mandarin Chinese (1,092 million), English (984 million) and Spanish (528 
million). Science production is extensive. Not all researchers speak English and not all outputs will be published in major 
international journals. What happens if scientists do not publish in English? What are their options and challenges? On the 
occasion of his visit to Mexico, the unforgettable, late Bruce Squires  called on us scientists to publish in Spanish. It has been 
a permanent dilemma since: should we publish in Spanish? In English? In both languages?

Most medical journals in Mexico are published in Spanish with, often poor, summaries in English. We are far from a sat-
isfactory solution and fora like the EASE conference are ideal to find the best options on how to disseminate science to the 
greatest number of users all over the world. I consider the most important considerations are to be (i) research is carried out 
in strict adherence to scientific methodology, (ii) readers have access to all elements that allow them to know the scope of 
the research, (iii) researchers should publish in their original language, and (iv) the translator that prepares the summary in 
English should be considered as a key member of the research/authorship team. 

Can individual back-translation with or without copyediting avoid technical 
plagiarism? A study with Turkish medical authors

Cem Uzun1, Ozgur Gunduz2 and Necdet Sut3

Departments of 1 Otorhinolaryngology, 2 Pharmacology and 3 Biostatistics &amp; Medical Informatics, Trakya University 
School of Medicine, Edirne, Turkey. cemuzun@yahoo.com

Technical plagiarism is described as using duplicate content without quotation marks but with a citation of the original source. 
This unintended behaviour is common among English as a second Language (ESL) authors, but considered unacceptable. 
Authors are advised to write using their own words. However, paraphrasing is not easy for ESL authors. Back-translating alone 
or with copyediting might be a useful method to achieve acceptable paraphrasing. To test this possibility, we sent 30 medical 
doctors or researchers at Trakya University (Edirne, Turkey) sentences in their specialty extracted from articles in the New 
England Journal of Medicine. The participants translated the sentences into Turkish and 2 months later back into English. 
The back-translated sentences were edited for grammar, spelling and syntax errors by English native-speaking copyeditors. 
The editors were then asked to compare the original sentences with the back-translated and edited versions for their meaning, 
structure and avoidance of technical plagiarism. We used an online tool to evaluate the percent of duplicate content.

We found that back-translation resulted in 16.6% of the sentences losing their “important scientific meaning”. Although 
editing significantly improved “meaning” (p=0.008), “important scientific meaning” was not retained in 10.7% of the sen-
tences. Sentence structure did not change after editing (p=0.306). We found back-translation did not result in acceptable 
paraphrasing in 69.0% of the sentences and the sentences had a mean of 37.9% duplicate content. After editing, these rates 
decreased to 36.9% (p=0.002) and 32.2% (p=0.001), respectively. Confounding factors (eg number of previous publica-
tions in English, academic title) did not affect the analyses. The inter- and intra-rater reliability of the editors were good. 
We conclude that back-translation alone does not avoid technical plagiarism. Further editing improves the meaning and 
decreases the rate of duplicate content. However, acceptable paraphrasing still may not be achieved. 


