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The story behind our research question

Translated title:  
Two aspects  
of communication.  
Foundations  
of Communication  
History
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Open identity of reviewers

Editorial page 
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Western Europe / USA
No open identity of reviewers
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Central / Eastern Europe
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Finland & Flanders (Belgium) 
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Finland Flanders

Three main attributes of these formalized labels:  

(1) a label is an evidence that peer-review was conducted,  
(2) a peer-review process was controlled by a publisher, 
(3) a publisher archived all documents and reviews.  

Moreover, these labels are used as a delineation criterion  
(„was this book peer-reviewed or not?”)  
in the research evaluation system.
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Open identity label 
Poland

Peer-review label 
Finland and Belgium

=
?

social practice formal procedures

Can the open identity label (i.e. disclosing reviewers’ names) used 
for scholarly book publications be understood as  

a form of  the peer-review label and used as a delineation criterion?

Our main research question

 8



What method we have 
used to address our 
research question?



Monographs

Secondly, we have randomly 
chosen single-authored 
monographs published by 
these publishers

Authors
Thirdly, we sent a survey to the 
monograph authors and asked 
them about the peer-review Reviewers

Fourthly, we sent survey to 
the reviewers of these 
monographs and asked them 
about the peer-review.

Publishers

Firstly, we interviewed 
publishers and asked them 
how they conduct peer review 

15 university publishers 
  5 commercial publishers



Finally,  we have integrated  
the qualitative and quantitative data to address  

our research question. 



To secure the anonymity, we selected 
20 of 40 the biggest* publishers  

*at least 330 scholarly books per 4-year period

Source: 
National Library  
in Poland

Source:  
Polish research 
evaluation system 

600 single-authored monographs 
published in the 2013–2016 period

Semi-structured 
interviews

600 authorsAnonymous 
online survey

Data sources

882 reviewers Anonymous 
online survey

Source:  
Editorial pages of monographs

We have found a copy of 
each monograph and written 
down the reviewers’ names.  
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Medical and Health sciences
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2.8%
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11.5%

30.2%

50.7%

The share of monographs across OECD Fields (N = 600 ) 
which reflects the structure of analyzed publishers’ productivity

94% of monographs were written in Polish
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Results
Interviews
Surveys



University publishers publish the authors mainly from 
(“their”) universities. 

2/3 of publishers provide the evaluation criteria for 
reviewers. 

All publishers send the reviews to the authors. 

3/4 of publishers expect a written answer from authors. 

The main aim of presenting reviewers’ names is to 
confirm that monographs were peer-reviewed.

The profile of Polish academic publishers
The results from interviews
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33% of authors completed the questionnaire

The authors confirm that the peer-review 
was conducted. 
The authors confirm that they received 
reviews which were reliable. 
3/4 of the authors had to change a 
manuscript after the peer-review but only 
1/3 of them had to prepare the answers to 
the reviewers.

Authors
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The reviewers confirm that they were 
competent to review this specific book. 
The majority of publishers do not ask reviewers 
(who accepted manuscripts for a publication) 
for permissions to disclose their names. 
The publishers very often do not specify any 
criteria for review. 
A half of the reviewers did not receive  
a response to their reviews.

28% of reviewers completed the questionnaire
Reviewers
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Disclosing reviewers’ names is a part of the actual peer-review 
procedure of scholarly books. 
Publishers’ claims have been confirmed both by authors and by 
reviewers. 
An open identity label can be used as a criterion for delineating 
peer-reviewed scholarly publications. 
An open identity label is a type of the peer-review label similar to 
the Finnish and Flemish instruments. 
Labels should be used not as the only one but rather as one of 
many indicators in book evaluation systems.

Conclusions 
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Thank you

contact: emanuel@ekulczycki.pl
emanuelkulczycki.com

@ekulczycki
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