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CHAPTER 1 
 

  Introduction 
 

1.1. Research background 

 

The function of academic publication 

 

For the academic industry, the academic publication plays an important role in 

several scientific functions. As Szenberg (1994) notes, “scholarly journals are the 

mainstays of scientific communication, and publication in them by academicians is 

the primary route to promotion, tenure, salary increases, recognition and mobility.” 

Moreover, it serves as a contribution to the consensus of public knowledge (Zinam, 

1968). To the researchers, academic publication builds the foundation of further 

advance of knowledge. Since the publication in refereed journals become more 

dominant for the individual advancement in recent decades (Szenberg, 1994), the 

issue of the efficiency of such academic instrument becomes more controversial. 

 

Evolution of the academic publications 

 

In the early history of the academic publication, or before 17th century, the major 

access to authorizing communication is books, which invoked criticisms on the 

time-consuming nature of the publication. The journal was invented to speed up the 

process of the publication of new findings which benefit the further researches. In 

almost academic fields, the authors submit under the convention of sole-submission. 

The submission policy of AER (American Economic Review) reads, “Any paper 

submitted to the American Economic Review should NOT be under consideration for 

publication at another journal.” On the other hand, multiple-submission (or 

simultaneous-submission) means the authors submits the same work to more than two 

publishers at the same time which is thought as a violation to the most submission 

policy nowadays. Simultaneous submissions are considered as an ethical impropriety. 

 

Arguments against Sole-submission 

 

Critics argue that the convention sometimes make the process more “lagged” 

rather than accelerated which ironically conflicts with the original purpose of the 

invention of journal. And Szenberg (1994) considers that the current convention is 

formed for publisher convenience rather than ethical reasons.  
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Purpose of the study 

 

  The aims of this thesis is to investigate that how the current convention is formed 

among the publishers, and would such one-side determining convention (the authors 

may hardly affect the decision of the publishers) be a socially desirable one. We 

propose a model within which authors and two differentiated publishers act 

strategically to achieve equilibrium. Comparative statics on time-preference and 

welfare is further studied. 

 

1.2. Related Literature   

 

The critics of current submission system 

 

The issue of the submission of journals has been discussed intensively in some 

scientific fields such as economic and medical journals. Recently, the critics regarding 

the major submission (sole-submission) rule is growing. 

 

By reviewing the literatures, we can summarize several drawbacks in which the 

current process is criticized. The first one is the decreasing quality of the published 

papers. Many published papers in refereed journals shows a low number of citations. 

And the papers which later turn out to be influential always were rejected. (Pressman, 

1994; Coupé, 2004) Secondly, there’re some home-bias and discrimination of the 

refereeing process such as discrimination upon females (Ferber and Teiman, 1980), 

the authors from less prestigious institutions (Gordon, 1980; Peter and Ceci, 1982), 

and the higher accepting probability of the papers written by the colleagues of editors. 

And the third, which we emphasized in this paper, the tedious waiting time of the 

submission. (Pressman, 1994) According to the research of Coe and Weinstock (1967), 

the average length of time of the paper-reviewing form submitting to acceptance costs 

76 days in America and Canada, and costs 70 days for foreign journals. On the other 

hand, it costs 250 days (8.2 months) from submitting to being published. However, 

the latter survey of Yohe (1980) indicates that the average submit-publication delay 

had increased to 15.3 months in specific field journals and 23.3 months in major 

journals. This shows the refereeing process delay almost doubles in the thirteen years. 

Azar (2006) also notes the average first-response time of the most economic journals 

is about three to six months which is approximately three times longer than the 

accounting field. But if the self-selective problem of the publishers exists, the actual 

response time would be higher than the current value. The similar perspective also 

could be found in Pressman (1994). 


