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Starting point

„Why don’t you present reviewers’ names?” 

Editorial pages of monographs
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West Europe / USA
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Central / Eastern Europe
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Flanders &  Finland
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The purpose of the study

The purpose of the study is to investigate how Polish scholarly 
book publishers accept a manuscript for publication and how 
they conduct peer-review.

Hypothesis: 

Presenting the reviewers’ names in the scholarly books is a form of 
peer-review label.



Research project
Theoretical framework
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Peer-review label 
(Finland)

2 reviewers – PhD level researchers 
or other expert, 
publication criteria, 
author receives the reviews, 
publisher promotes the principles of 
the specific peer-review instructions 
and research integrity, 
there is the documentation of the 
peer-review process.

Guaranteed Peer Reviewed 
Content (Flanders)

minimum 2 reviewers, 
a peer-review procedure according 
to internationally accepted 
standards, 
there is the documentation of the 
peer-review process, 
formal confirmation that the 
reviewer authorizes publication 
with the quality label.
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Presenting the reviewers’ names  
in the scholarly books (Poland)

Peer-review label 
(Flanders and Belgium)

=?

social practice formal procedures

Reviewers 
Jan Kowalski 
Anna Nowak
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Research scheme

interviews with academic 
publishers 

(n = 20)

pilot interview with one 
academic publisher 

first phase

online survey with authors  
(n = 600) and reviewers  

(n ≥ 600)

pilot interviews with one 
author and one reviewer

second phase

pilot survey with one 
author and one reviewer

1

2

3

4

(mixed methods approach)
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integration

qualitative 
hypothesis 
verification



20 biggest* academic publishers  
*at least 330 scholarly books per 4-year period

Source: 
National Library  
in Poland

Source:  
Polish research 
evaluation system 

600 single-authored monographs

Semi-structured 
interviews

600 researchersAnonymous 
online survey 882 reviewers Anonymous 

online survey

Source:  
editorial pages of monograph

Data sources

We have reached a copy of 
each selected monograph 

and written down the 
reviewers’ names.  
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The share of monographs across OECD Fields ( N = 600 ) 
which reflects the structure of analyzed publishers’ productivity

94% of monographs were written in Polish



Results 
of Interviews



University publishers mainly publish the authors from the university. 

Reviewers are usually recommended by the faculties. These 
recommendations are usually accepted by publishers. 

2/3 publishers provide assessment criteria for reviewers. 

Almost all publishers send the reviews for 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



Two groups of academic publishers

N = 15

3 commercial publishers  
12 university publishers

Publishers ask 
reviewers to accept a 

monograph after 
revision

Publishers do not 
ask reviewers to 

accept a monograph 
after revision

N = 5

2 commercial publishers 
3 university publishers



Results 
from anonymous online survey 

Authors of monographs 
( N = 177 )



Preliminary conclusions
33% of authors completed the questionnaire

The authors confirm that the peer-review was 
conducted. 
The authors confirm that monographs were 
reviewed mostly by 1 (34%) or 2 reviewers (66%). 
The authors confirm that they received descriptive 
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. 
Actually, there is no the second round of peer-
review.



Results 
from anonymous online survey 

Reviewers of monographs 
( N = 212 )



Preliminary conclusions
27% of reviewers completed the questionnaire

The reviewers confirm that they were competent to 
review this specific book. 
Most publishers ask for permission to expose 
reviewers’ names. 
The publishers very often do not specify any 
criteria for review. 
More than a half of the reviewers did not see the 
need for improving a manuscript. They accepted 
without the condition that a manuscript needs to 
be revised. 
A half of the reviewers did not receive a response 
to their reviews.



From the technical side of process:  
Polish publishers conduct peer-review according to the 
international standards. 

From the quality of peer-review perspective:  
Polish publishers should improve some practices  
(e.g. accepting manuscript after revision by reviewers).

Preliminary results of data triangulation



 22

Next steps

We will construct a statistical model including two groups of 
publishers which will allow us to verify publishers’ claims.  
Then we will discuss and decide whether the hypothesis 
„Presenting the reviewers’ names in the scholarly books is a 
form of peer-review label” is confirmed. 



Thank you 

emanuelkulczycki.com 
emek@amu.edu.pl
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