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Editorial

great Brazilian author on Scientific Methodologyce

A

these local journals will accept anything that does follow
the stricter Scientific Method.

stated that there is no such thing as local science Hence, these local papers need a vehicle thatest them,

According to professor VolpatpScience is universal, follows review them and, eventually, publish them, whilkofging the

universal guidelines and has universal applicabilte only
concedes to local applications, but resulting freorks that
are universal in its methods and techniques. Hewm  our
journal, we fully agree with him and believe thhistis an
important issue that should be discussed.

We agree that the Scientific Method (capitalized)
universal. There is no such thing as a local wagoime to the
truth. Either you follow the correct procedurese tise correct
tools and show the proofs in a correct way, or po@ not
doing Science. Yes, the correct tool sometimes @haice

stricter criteria also followed by the top journalbut
concerning themselves with “local results”.

There are two main items that must be understoadt, F
using the scientific method is a necessary presiigubut it is
not sufficient. All good journals will only publispapers who
imake Science (capitalized). There is no Scienchowtt the
Scientific Method, but the latter can also be ugedorks of
engineering or chemistry, or any other human emaeaand
those technical achievements are not Science pardsdo not
merit scientific publishing.

between several adequate ones and of course s@iws to The second point is that even though the resuttdaal,

include matters of opinion, but in both cases, yust present
solid justifications for each choice you make altmgway.

this does not mean that there would not be a brdatiest in
these “local results”. Other authors can use theniry to

There is no such thing as opinionated Science withoimplement their own results, to use as a foundatiobuild

corroborating evidence. The place for such a thgnon talk
shows, not in scientific journals. It is obviousatithe same
data can corroborate different conclusions, but, gtieses
conclusions must be inferable from the data, notething the
researcher comes to in spite of the evidence.

So far, we are not saying anything different frorofessor
Volpato. If you want further digressions and expl@mns, we
would urge you to read his marvelous books, if gownot feel
impeded by the language barrier (his books are irall
Portuguese).

Hence, we come to the necessary discussion ame jeoint
of this editorial. We concede that authors shotides for the
higher level journals and try to find the broadendusions,
with the higher meaning in order for the “best” fjoals to
become interested in publishing them. Neverthelisse are
some works that will never achieve the level ofop totch
journal, but still contain quality and informati@nough to
deserve communication to the authors’ peers.

Students concluding their dissertations, intergstiesults

more global results or merely for bibliographicablysis. The
point is that being “local” does not preclude beintgresting
and relevant.

Hence, we need “local” journals, not only in Brailt in
all countries that intend to create a local sciienti
infrastructure. A good journal (as measured bydiserence to
the top quality methods) may be the only way aaeder has
to come into contact with other researchers anckivec
criticism so that he can also learn and grow.

Therefore, the quality and relevance of a jourhaluéd not
be measured solely by the number of citations @apeps
receive. There is much more to the publicationesysthan a
pure bibliometric measure and if we do not undexsthat, we
cannot foster the growth of useful journals thaghmihelp
your country (wherever you are) develop in sciéntifays.

Until now, most of you will be nodding along, besatthis
editorial is a collection of platitudes that ardf seident. You
might disagree with the importance we give to deréspects,
but the message as a hole is something like salyatghe sky

from a local application performed by a lesser knowis blue or that you should not kill puppies. So,ywdre we

professor, intermediate results that are in thevesel
interesting, advanced works from undergraduateestisdand
other “local” works are important as foundations tbeir
authors to grow. If communicated, properly scraioi and
criticized, they will create a scientific culture.

Nevertheless, these works (and many others) woeleém
be considered by a top journal. As Professor Volgamself
states, the scope of an application and its coioeigswill, in a
certain way, determine which journal will be momeguate.
The top journals will accept only papers whose tgions
are more global, while “local” journals will pubfisthose
papers with narrower conclusions. This does notnntbat

! Volpato, Gilson, “Ciéncia: da Filosofia a Publidat, 6th Edition, Ed.
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bothering to write this editorial?

The answer to this question is simple: even thaugst (if
not all) people agree that local publishing veraresimportant
(if not fundamental) to the development of scieroeth the
system as a whole and people individually act ipagition to
this platitude.

The system is what it is. In Brazil, it is extremdlawed,
including some issues that are not understandegleh(as
CAPES breaking up its own journal database andsirgguto
fix it for the next 18 months). Nevertheless, veendt want to
address the system now. Let us just focus on tbpleewhich
act in are three different ways to undermine Igoalrnals:
aloofness, inability to accept criticism and dissiie
behaviors.

The aloofness part consists on the fact that maofegsors
never submit their local results to any publishiggue. This
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could be changed by universities by forcing theastars and Hence, next time you want to point a finger at soneefor
doctorate students to publish before getting aekedgdome are “destroying local papers” or “not stimulating pudation from
already doing it, but this still has to become amo inner cities institutions” or any other local sdiéno tragedy

The inability to accept criticism is more commomttione that might appeal to you, remember that as oneefirig
would like to believe. Approximately a fourth pawf the pointing forward, four others are point inside.
papers refused by this journal, either becausedheyot good
enough (full rejection) or because they need furtverk
(request from change) elicit a reaction from th&hars that is
either angry or dismissive (“unfair”, “biased”, ptceven
though we never offer a negative review with proper
justification. Obviously, this hinders the goodeeffs of the
publishing process, which is to offer balancediasin and
allow authors to improve their ventures.

Finally, dismissive behaviors come in differentvfias. The
first is that “I will not publish in your backwatgournal” and
the second is “lI will not collaborate with your laater
journal”.

The first topic happens often. There are resesasctiat,
when invited to submit, will just ignore the invitan.

We are not stating that all researchers shouldigukll
their papers in “lesser” journals. Obviously, ifetipaper at
hand is good enough for an Al journal, there is not
comprehensible reason to submit it to a B5 one eNbeless,
do you really believe that everything that you tees Al
bound? Is there nothing that is adequate for a B8aor B5,
or C journal? If you prefer to bury those resultstéad of
“losing your time” with a zero-gain venture, theouyare part
of the system that you declare to abhor and tHi kiany
promising journals in their infancy.

The second topic is the most common one. Ask a top
researcher to review a paper for you and in abo& @f the
time you will not even get a reply.

We are not saying that they are not busy or unavkel
Since we are also in academia, we understand #mEsymes
inherent to this life and the need to perform. Nthadess, if
you are part of the group that does that, lookrselfiin the
mirror and give yourself a honest reply: have y@ally
rejected an invitation to review because you areliosy or
because you have no interest and will have no fgaim doing
that?

If you are part of the second group, please condiat
your knowledge can “trickle down” through local joals,
causing a ripple of quality that will enhance therkvof many
other researchers.

All these topics allow us to come to the conclusiea like
to blame the system, but we do not properly cawmyhlurden
in doing the things we believe should be done.

Local journals will always have a lower classifioat By
their nature, they are less prone to be cited aost mankings
are performed based on bibliometficslevertheless, they are
an integral part of the national scientific devetamt.

2 n our specific case, we are very proud to stadé we have one paper in
each of the following citation categories: 26, 18, 9, 6 and 5 citations, three
that were referenced thrice and twice, respectiaaly 9 that were referenced
once. Besides, we have one paper that was dowrloadee than 10.000
times, two with over 1.000 downloads and 16 withrerthan 100 downloads.
Hence, we are not as backwater as the flawed CAdt&Sification system
might suggest.



