Proces publikovani

Praktické rady pro publikovani (v casopise)

Dominik Dvorak



Vybeér casopisu

* Lepsi je psat pro specificky Casopis, nez napsat clanek a pak panicky
hledat ¢asopis

* Know your audience: Vstupujete do konverzace s jinymi prispévateli
e Udélat si vyzkum, reserse, mezi kamarady
* Prectete si ,Aims and Scope”



Ceské pedagogické ¢asopisy

* Pedagogika (ERIH+)

« Pedagogicka orientace (ERIH+)

 Studia Pedagogica (Scopus, ERIH+)

* Orbis Scholae (Scopus, ERIH+)

« E-Pedagogium, Scientia in Educatione, Lifelong Learning
 The New Educational Review (SCOPUS)

* specialni a socialni pedagogika, oborove-didakticke



Vyber casopisu
(Aktivita podle G. LeTendre)

* Clanek by se mél vztahovat k , hot topics, big ideas”

* Co jsou ,hot topics, big ideas” v poslednich trech rocnicich ¢asopisu?



Aktivita (podle G. LeTendre)

e Koho znate z redakce?

* Cim se zabyva? Zajima mé to? Chci s nim vstoupit do dialogu?
* Jaké teoretické ramce uplatnuje ve své praci?

* Co ho asi muze zaujmout?



Proces publikovani



Psani pro ¢asopis

* /nejte a citujte clanky z ¢asopisu
e Respektujte formalni pozadavky
* Kontrola spelling, grammar

* English Polishing

* Pozadejte kamarady o precteni
* Kritickeé: struktura jazyk



* Lidé ve vedé obvykle hledaji standardni procesy, kvalitu



Respektujte terminy

 Otevrena Cisla

* Special Issues — call for paper



Peer Review




Ve skutecnosti se vetsina ¢

anku

ani do stadia review nedostane

education

Pr. American Journal of Education
* https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/toc/aje/
Editors:

Gerald LeTendre, Pennsylvania State University
Dana Mitra, Pennsylvania State University

85 % clanku Desk Rejected


https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/toc/aje/

Peer Review

* Peer Review * Cile peer review:
* Open Review — vSechny identity ¢ Ma odstranit chyby, upozornit na
Zzname mezery v literature
* Post Publication Review e Zvysit relevanci pro Ctenare
* Muze vyvolat diskusi kolem
clanku

* Je vzajemné obohacuijici, soucast
akademického zivota

* Zvysuje kvalitu



Peer Review

Publish using open access

or traditional process.

Author writes
manuscript

Author chooses
journal for
publication

Author submits to
journal

Journal editar
sends to reviewers

Peer Review

Manuscript
accepted

Publish
manuscript

Manuscript
accepted with

revisions

Author
revises
manuscript




Priklad: Studia Paedagogica
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Byl podle Vaseho nazoru tento rukopis jiz nékde publikovan?
Patri prispévek tematicky do Studia paedagogica? '
Vystihuje nazev prispévku jasné a dostatecné jeho obsah? ~
Prinasi prispévek v nasem kontextu nova a zajimava zjisténi?
Jsou prezentované interpretace/zavéry patficné zdivodnéné?
Pracuje autor s dostate¢né bohatou a relevantni literaturou?
Jde-li o empirickou studii, je v textu korektné popsana metodologie? ~
Je Uprava, Clenéni a délka ¢lanku pfrijatelna? "’
Navrhujete néjakou Upravu, ktera by prospéla kvalité textu?
Navrhujete zkraceni prispévku, Ci vypusténi nekterych pasazi?
Je prispévek uspokojivy po jazykové strance? "
Jsou bibliografické odkazy uplné a odpovidaji citacni norme?
Je resumé vystizné?



* Nejcastéjsi vysledek:

Revise and Resubmit (= pujde ke stejnym recenzentum)

* Recenze doprovazi jesté Editor Letter, ktery shrnuje, na co z recenzi je
treba dat nejvétsi pozor (nékdy si recenze protireci...)



Respektujte terminy

 Otevrena Cisla

* Special Issues — call for paper



Pohled z druhé strany

Recenzovani:
— sluzba komunite,
(v zahranici) — dulezité pro kariérni rust

* https://publons.com/about/home/



Etika

* Nabidnout ¢lanek do vice nez jednoho casopisu soucasné neni
dovoleno za zadnych okolnosti

e Research misconduct!



Jaka je role Editora:

* Role editora je rozhodnout na zakladé posudku

* \V nékterych (zahranicnich) ¢asopisech nectou nabidnuté texty, ale jen
je na zakladé abstraktu pridéluji recenzentim

» Casopisy se ligi v praxi: v éeskych ¢asopisech ¢asto pfedchazi
recenznimu rizeni posouzeni ve vykonné redakci a sdéleni zpétné
vazby / pozadavkl na Upravy (my potrebujeme autory vychovavat).



Jak predejit a prezit negativni recenze

Kontrolujte a znovu kontrolujte, pozadejte co nejvic lidi, aby si precetlo
rukopis

Neberte si tvrdé komentare osobné — muze to byt prosté styl
recenzenta, venoval €as vécné strance a nezabyval se zmékcovanim

,1op ten reasons” for rejection



ADDRESSING REVIEWER COMMENTS

Reviewer comment:

“The method/ device/ paradigm
the authors propose is clearly
WIOng.

How NOT to respond:

X “Yes, we know. We thought we
could still get a paper out of it.
Sorry.”

Correct response:

' “The reviewer raises an interest-
ing concern. However, as the
focus of this work is explorato

and not based, vali-
dation was not found to be of
critical im to the contri-
bution of the paper.”

Reviewer comment:

“The authors fail to reference the
work of Smith et al., who solved
the same problem 20 years ago.”

How NOT to respond:

¥ “Huh. We didn’t think anybody
had read that. Actually, their
solution is better than ours.”

Correct response:

' Thi reviIewer raises an interest-
ing concern. However, our work
is on completely different
first principles im use different
variable names), and has a much
more attractive graphical user
mnterface.

BAD REVIEWS ON YOUR PAPER? FOLLOW THESE GUIDE-
LINES AND YOU MAY YET GET [T PAST THE EDITOR:

Reviewer comment:
“This paper is poorly written and
H-EiEI'l‘I:P.lﬁiL‘&“ unsound. I do not
recommend it for publication.”

How NOT to respond:
:-l:”‘tl'_::nu #&@‘”ﬁ“reviewer! [ know
who you are! I'm gonna
when it’s my turn to rww
Correct response:

' “The reviewer raises an interest-
ing concern. Howewver, we feel
the reviewer did not fully com-
prehend the scope of the work,
and misjudged the results based
on incorrect assumptions,

CHAM @ 2005
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