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Editorial

ur journal arrives at its 10th issue, the first ela@rocess

it might deem fit and the amount of articles puiid in the
previous three years, along with the citation radll

was entirely conducted after the publication of theéeterminate the journal’s quality level.

QUALIS list. This is an interesting issue, for rgains
articles that are an extended version of the bettles
presented at the WTICEE, an important event thppéaed at
Sergipe in 2012, besides many other interestinglestthat
present an important contribution to the field.

This issue has produced the following statistics:
e 24% acceptance rate;

These numbers are arbitrary and may be meaninglass
accompanied by a true analysis of each journal.ifsiance,
using the impact factor may favor authors that jshbin
journals whose specialty is not in the computeersoé area. It
is widely known that it is a tradition of the bigical sciences
to reference lots and lots of articles, increashmy impact of
single articles and whole magazines.

+ Average time per review: 53,6 days (standard We understand that computer science does not stane

deviation of 10,0 days);
« Number of reviewers per article: 2,9
« Number of iterations prior to publication: 3,2

and we appreciate the true value of articles thatpablished
outside area specific journals. Nevertheless, udingse
numbers without weighting the relative importanaette field

« Number of Brazilian states from where the reviewer8f €ach article and journal may cause distortionshe final

are originated: 13;

« Number of countries of origin, besides Brazil, af o
reviewers: 5;

¢ Average number of monthly accesses (2012): 6
(until November);

¢ Highest number of accesses for an article: 11.1

(up to Dec, 1%);

Why flood you with numbers? Because we understhatl t

all official Brazilian mechanisms of journal evaliga are
number-obsessed. Hence, we can show that whatéeer
metric adopted, we will be happy to provide it.

Nevertheless, we believe that the true measurgafraal’s
value is not given by numbers themselves, but $editorial
process and the integrity and rigor of its reviesver

Using this measurement, we can proudly say thajoaunal
stands shoulder to shoulder with the best onesiénwthole
academic world. Our reviewers have received naun8bns
to make author’s life easier — on the contrary,ytlze
instructed to be as hard as they think it is nemgsdecause
we are more interested in quality than in quantity.

All our reviewers are PhD, working at some of thestb
institutions in the country (and in the world, whéehe
submitted article is written in English). Hence,eith
knowledge both on the field of expertise and oroarnjal’s
editorial necessities in quite high.

We understand that all these concepts are sometting
hard to access. In order to truly evaluate thesangible
aspects, CAPES would need to interview publisheushors
and reviewers. Only then, a true picture of the aggurnal is
published would be obtained. This is something thaanot be
performed by a committee made of few members irva f
months, but it is the work of several individuads & long span
of time, maybe even a continuous process that woaker
end.

The point is that only this kind of evaluation adul
determine the true value of a journal. The way @\ALIS
process is built, the academia decides to puhtisiny journal

numbers (especially given that the QUALIS processahds
a normal distribution of journals).
Evaluating the process and not the numbers wowsd al

/g eate a picture closer to the reality we aspirent to the real

needs of Brazilian science and its contributiorthte world.
umbers alone show only results and all academisopeel
now that the process can be manipulated (everoutithsing
illegal resources). The process, nevertheless, uie @nd
cannot be manipulated — either the reviews weredaou they
were not. Either the article received many crititgsor it did
pot, and so on.

We stand by our numbers. We believe that the iseréa
international papers submitted (20% of our submissi and
accepted (2), show that we are becoming recograzeghat
we really are: a world class journal.

Today, our journal rating is not high, but our gss has the
same rigor and academic hardships than the onetextidyy
journals that are a lot older and have a much higagéng.
Hence, we are pretty sure that QUALIS will evenual
understand this and give us the rating that wg ttakerve.



