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등재학술지의 등재연도, 인용도 비교
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최소 요건 심사 항목

1. Peer-Review
동료 연구자의 심사평가가 있는지 여부 확인

2. English abstracts
영문으로 된 초록을 포함하고 있는지 확인

3. Regular publication
학술지가 정기적으로 발행되고 있는지 확인

4. References in Roman script
참고문헌 표기가 로마자로 되어 있는지 확인
※ 한글과 영문의 병행표기 가능

5. Publication ethics statement
윤리규정의 유무와 운영, 문제발생시 처리방법 (홈페이지에 영문)

1차 심사 (예비심사)



• References in Roman script.
* 참고문헌 표기가 로마자로 되어 있는지 확인
* 한글, 영문(로마자) 병행 표기 가능- 인문분야

참고문헌

• Poor quality of the references
(Non-Roman script, Non-consistent formats) 



2. A Publication Ethics and Malpractice Statement (10 items) ( - 2010?)

1. Publication Ethics Statement  (since 2005) 

3. Principles of Transparency and Best Practice in Scholarly Publishing

(16 items) (2018-)

Evolution of Pub. Ethics Statement   

Stage 1:  Scopus journal selection criteria: 

1. Peer-review, 2. Regular publication, 3. English abstracts, 

4. Roman script references, 5. Publication ethics statement

학술출판에서 투명성 원칙과 처리 기준, https://doaj.org.kr/bestpractice



PRINCIPLES OF TRANSPARENCY & BEST PRACTICES

1. Peer review process

2. Governing body

3. Editorial team/contact information 

4. Author fees

5. Copyright

6. Research misconduct

7. Ownership and management

8. Web site

9. Name of journal

10. Conflicts of interest

11. Access

12. Revenue sources 

13. Advertising

14. Publishing schedule

15. Archiving

16. Direct marketing

https://oaspa.org/principles-of-transparency-and-best-practice-in-scholarly-publishing/

Publishing ethics guidelines



SCOPUS 평가기준

1. 학술지 정책
2. 편집,학술지수준
3. 인용도
4. 정규성
5. 접근성

@ HSKim @KCSE

2차 심사 (본 심사)



1. Helping to improve the Scopus submission & success process 

for editors and publishers: 
https://bdpu.org.ua/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/SC_FAQ-content-selection-process-22092014.pdf

2. Role of an editor: 
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/95117/SC_FAQ-Role-of-an-Editor-22092014.pdf 

3. Pre-evaluation of Scopus submission  
https://www.readyforscopus.com/

“3 자료를 정독”



1. 학술지 정책

• 편집정책, 방향
• 동료평가 제도
• 편집인의 다양성 (국가)
• 저자의 다양성 (국가)

elsevier.com/scopus



학술지의 목적/범위

• Fairly : 매우 간단히 연구분야 언급
• Excellent: 상세히 언급
• Extremely poor: 한 연구기관의 논문들 게재 경우

편집정책, 방향

• Scope of the journal (Specific or too broad)

• Is it clear why an author might want to publish in this journal?



• 편집인의 다양성 (국가)

• 저자의 다양성 (국가)

학술지 정책



“이 학술지는 한 국가의 저자들 논문으로 구성된

국내 학술지이다.” 

우리 학술지는 국내(로컬)저널이다

• 이 학술지의 로컬특성은 무엇인가?

• 그것이 편집정책 aims & scope 에 잘 나타나 있는가?



What is considered a local /regional journal? 

A local or regional journal is one where the aims and scope are limited to interest from a 

certain region or country only. The diversity of the authorship, readership and editorial board of these 

journals is generally one where they almost all come from the same region or country. They are often 

published only in the country’s own language. This will mean that the readership is often restricted to that 

country or region‘s readers or international researchers who can read the same language. 

If relevant content is published, a regional or national focus can sometimes give journals a competitive 

advantage over truly international journals. Well written, locally orientated material has the potential to make 

a significant academic contribution to the wider scientific community. 

elsevier.com/scopus



What is considered an international journal? 

An international journal is a journal where the aims and scope are of interest to a wider 

international scientific community within a specific subject field. Moreover, an international journal has 

a good diversity of authors, readers and editorial board members with representation from different regions 

and countries. Some journals may have an International Advisory Board to represent this internationality. 

The published content should also be in line with the stated aims and scope and be of interest to the 

international scientific community. Note: just the word “International” reflected in the actual title of the journal 

does not make the journal an international journal. 

elsevier.com/scopus



- Many good international journals already cover this subject area.

- It remains unclear if the journal considers itself an international or a 

regional journal. If the journal wishes to be known as an 

international journal, the origin of the authors should become more 

international and not be limited to South Korea.

- Journal title implies that it is international, but this is not supported 

by the stated aims and scope, nor by the editorial board 

membership, nor the accepted papers.

최근 reject 사유들



- It appears that the journal has clearly decided on being Korean 

focused in their contributors to the journal and that the content will 

be of international interest rather than international focused in terms 

of articles. 

- The majority of its citations and citedness of articles are from other 

Korean journals and sources in the main but this has been 

sustained over time. This needs to be reflected in their overall aims 

for the journal.

- I think to accept but advise SCOPUS team to consider re-evaluation 

/ check on progress on our feedback in not less than 2 years time -

to see how they are addressing the journal direction.  

Conditional acceptance



• 학문에 기여도
• 초록의 명확성
• 학술지 목적에 상응
• 이독성 (readability)

2. 편집, 학술지수준

제출논문을 통해 위 사항을 평가한다.



At submission SCOPUS requires:

A. Three separate PDF files each comprising of a single full issue

(3 files each at 10 MB in size)

Or

B. Nine separate article files and one Table of Contents Page

(10 PDF files total each under 10 MB).

Preferably, these should be the most recent publications.



내용, 언어 (문법/철자 등)등을 SCOPUS team 에서 평가

초록

• Scopus 또는 모든 db에서 문헌검색에 매우 중요함

• 내용: 유용하고 포괄적인 요약인가?

• 언어: 영어가 이해할 수 있고 정확한가(문법, 철자법 등) ?

• 비영어 저널에 있어 매우 중요함

SCOPUS, Elsevier Research Intelligence, 2017 



• Abstracts too short and undetailed  

• Abstracts not understandable or inadequate  

• Abstracts are machine translated  

• Unclear author guidelines for abstracts 

많은 초록을 보고 판단

“The abstracts are clear, easily readable and provide an excellent 

comprehensive summary of the article of sufficient length.”

Negative reasons  

@ HSKim @KCSE



• 학문에 기여도
• 초록의 명확성
• 학술지 목적에 상응
• 이독성 (readability)

이독성

언어: 명확, 문법오류
편집관련, 도표의 구성과 배치

편집



Text(Grammar)

Figures & Tables

“불량한 그림, 그래프 및 문법은 학문, 동료평가 및
편집실무에 대한 낮은 수준을 나타내는 강력한 지표”

SCOPUS, Elsevier Research Intelligence, 2017 
@ HSKim @KCSE



편집의 문제점

• 초록의 질이 좋지 않음
• 제시된 연구의 질이 떨어짐
• 일부 논문에서 잘못된 그림, 표 등
• 본문의 잘못된 언어 및 문법
• 너무 짧고 상세하지 않은 초록
• 이해할 수 없거나 부적절한 초록
• 번역기로 번역한 초록
• 초록에 대한 명확하지 않은 저자지침



- The journal shows an uneven scholarly quality in the articles.

- The editors need to focus on high quality publication and to have a 

clear and distinctive identity for the journal. Abstracts could be more 

detailed too, explaining the rationale for the article in research terms.

- Some articles have poor statistical analyses.

- There remain major concerns with the review process. The external 

peer review process, i.e., date of submission to the date of receiving 

the revised manuscript, can be completed in 2 weeks or less. 

최근 reject 사유들



• 편집인의 능력: 논문 수, 인용횟수, h 지수

• 학술지 수준 평가: 인용도(정성, 정량), h지수

3. 인용도

Elsevier, Elsevier Research Intelligence



편집위원의 Scopus 및 KCI 인용도를 참고

• 편집위원(위원장)의 연구경력 및 학술활동을 참고하여 평가

• 학술지 홈페이지에 편집위원(위원장) 관련 충분한 정보를 제공

편집인의 능력

편집인 3명 추천: 편집과정/정책에 가장 영향력 있는 분



KCI  DB  등재

한국학술지 인용색인

https://www.kci.go.kr/kciportal/main.kci

@ HSKim @KCSE



1. Scopus에서 검색:“Reference” 선택하고 타이틀 입력
혹은 advanced search에서 REFSRCTITLE(“journal name”)

2. 검색 후에 우측상단에 있는 “view secondary documents”클릭



- Despite being published for quite some time, articles in this title 

have attracted few citations by other titles currently covered by 

Scopus.

- The citations are mainly from journals in Korea. 

- Too many self-citations in articles.

최근 reject 사유들



• 정규적 발행
• 1호 지연
• 2-3호 지연
• 4호 이상 지연 발행

4. 정규성

학술지 발행의 적시성 평가?

저널의 발행주기에 따라 정확하게 발행되고 있으며, 
앞으로도 계속적으로 발행될 수 있을 것인가에 대한 심사



SCOPUS, Elsevier Research Intelligence, 2017 

5. 접근성

• 온라인 접근성
• website 언어
• website의 상태 (출판윤리)



What should the website information include?

• Information about the Editor / Editor in Chief and the structure and names of the Editorial 

Boards and/or International Advisory Board members.

• Author guidelines explaining the manuscript submission process and criteria.

• Information on how the peer-review process is organized.

• Publishing ethics guidelines. The publishing ethics guidelines should make it clear what action 

the Editor or Editorial Board will take if any malpractice is suspected.

• (if relevant) Clear information about criteria and costs of Open Access options.

• Information about how potential readers can get access to the full-text articles published in the 

journal.

• Information about the role and organization of the publisher of the journal.

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/95118/SC_FAQ-content-selection-process_March2018.pdf



PRINCIPLES OF TRANSPARENCY & BEST PRACTICES

1. Peer review process

2. Governing body

3. Editorial team/contact information 

4. Author fees

5. Copyright

6. Research misconduct

7. Ownership and management

8. Web site

9. Name of journal

10. Conflicts of interest

11. Access

12. Revenue sources 

13. Advertising

14. Publishing schedule

15. Archiving

16. Direct marketing

https://oaspa.org/principles-of-transparency-and-best-practice-in-scholarly-publishing/

Publishing ethics guidelines



학술출판에서 투명성 원칙과 처리 기준

한글판, DOAJ에서 2018년 1월 15일 출판

https://ecsac-korea.kcse.org/file/Best%20Practice.pdf

@ HSKim @KCSE

편집인 워크숍(2019-A02), 편집인기초, 조혜민)



Shareef Bhailal, CSAB Meeting, June 2021



- The website of this title must make available a recognized 

publication ethics and malpractice statement in English (as it should 

be readable for an international audience). 

- Please visit this direct link for guidelines on creating a publication 

ethics and malpractice statement and what it should adhere 

to: Publication Ethics and Malpractice Statement requirements

최근 reject 사유들

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/word_doc/0018/116082/pems_june15.docx


과편협
(한국과학학술지편집인협의회)

https://www.kcse.org/

https://www.kcse.org/



