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From 1998
Published online
Multidisciplinary
1272 submissions
606 published articles
236 book reviews
75% rejection rate 
60 days from the author submission to the editorial 
decision
Average report time by referees of 30 days
20% of first submission authors from the US
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1997-2011 submissions
456 rejected manuscripts
Dataset:

� Submission date
� Referee recommendations
� Review rounds
� Editorial decision
� Academic status of the first author
� Background of reviewers
� Length of the review reports
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55% of the previously rejected manuscripts were published in 

journals with an impact factor higher than JASSS, but only 38% 

of them received more citations than the articles published in 

JASSS in the same year

Only 6% of manuscripts

previously rejected from JASSS 

and published elsewhere 

would have reached

JASSS top 10

(i.e., 11 of the 185 rejected

manuscripts)



More rounds of reviews before rejection were associated with more 

citations when eventually published

A positive correlation was found between the level of reviewer 

disagreement and higher citations when the rejected manuscript is 

eventually published
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Articles receiving more rounds of reviews before they were rejected by 

JASSS, experiencing more intra-reviewer disagreement, and getting longer 

reports had more success in collecting citations when they were eventually 

published than those that received more cursory reviews. 

This confirms previous findings by Armstrong et al. (2008) and Bornmann et 

al. (2010), who similarly found that rejected manuscripts that underwent 

more thorough peer review had more success later.

Peer review is not only a selection engine but can also increase the quality

of manuscripts

However, examining the fate of unpublished manuscripts is difficult and 

costly
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