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There are different ways of analyzing or measuring the 
impact of a journal in the form of citation counts and 
other quantitative measuring tools. In this thesis I want 
to discuss a qualitative way that can be used with the 
quantitative. I interviewed the editors of a scientific 
journal and did a survey over the subjects published 
during their respective time as editors. The results 
where then put against a theoretical model called the 
Cycle of Journal Credibility that was created by me and 
is based on the Cycle of Credibility created by Bruno 
Latour and Steve Woolgar. The main conclusion from 
this study showed that credibility can be obtained from 
different things and that the importance may lie in 
where this credibility is of use for the credit holder. 
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1. Introduction  
When I was in the process of choosing what to write about for this master thesis a researcher 

at the Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences (SLU) told me about a request he had 

about someone doing an analysis of the scientific journal he is the editor of.  This got me 

thinking about how to analyze or evaluate a journal in order to tell a story about its past and 

present. The success, if you will, of a journal is very much linked to its survival the 

accumulation of readers and writers depend on potential readers and writers knowing about 

the journal and of its credibility.  

For the library and information sciences (LIS) the rating of scientific journals have mostly 

been conducted through quantitative measures, like impact factor, and I wanted to try and find 

an alternative, qualitative way that could compliment quantitative methods and through this 

give a broader perspective of, in this case, a scientific journal. The analysis of journals in 

different ways are important to the journals themselves as well as for authors looking to 

publish in a journal and publishing companies figuring out if a journal is worth funding. 

Quantitative methods of analysis need to be combined with qualitative methods in order to 

give a broader picture. One or the other alone provide only a limited representation of the area 

or object analyzed.  

One possible qualitative analysis method is Bruno Latour and Steve Woolgars´1 theory of the 

Cycle of Credibility which is explained further in the section called Analyzing a journal. They 

applied their theory to scientists but I have adjusted and applied this to a scientific journal 

instead. The main idea is that credit is obtained through different means and that this credit is 

summed up to credibility of for example a scientist or a scientific journal.  

The main method used in this study is interviews with the former and present editors of a 

scientific journal. The other is a subject analysis of chosen articles of the journal. I have used 

Latour and Woolgars´ Cycle of Credibility as a guide to construct my own Cycle of Journal 

Credibility in order to then put the results of the interviews in the context of the notion of 

credibility. More specifically I analyze the journal using the components making up the Cycle 

of Journal Credibility in order to say something about the credibility of the journal. 

 

                                                      
1 Bruno Latour & Steve Woolgar, Laboratory Life (Sage publications, 1979) 
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1.1 Aim of thesis 
The aim of this thesis is to determine the credibility of a journal by doing an analysis in 

regards to 1) the subject contents of articles and 2) the Cycle of Journal Credibility. The 

questions will be discussed in the last chapter called Credibility.    

1.2 Research questions 

What are common article subjects in IJFE from the time periods of the interviewed editors? 

What aspects of the Cycle of Journal Credibility can be identified from the interview data? 

1.3 Outline 
Following this chapter, in chapter 2 I go through some quantitative methods for analyzing 

journals, summarize Latour and Woolgars´ theory and present my own, revised version. 

Chapter 3 contains the methodology of the thesis, selection and analysis process and ethical 

considerations. The result is presented in chapter 4 which is broken down to subchapters 

where each of the interviews has a chapter of their own. Chapter 5 contains a discussion of the 

results and my conclusions. 
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2. Analyzing a journal 
There are different means that can be used to analyze a journal or a scientist’s body of work. 

The main methods that are used are quantitative measures that say something about how 

much has been produced or how many times a journal or a scientist has been cited by 

someone else. In my bachelors thesis2 is a brief summary of bibliometrics and citation-

analysis and the main concept is that different bibliometric3 methods are used to analyze for 

example the impact that a journal has on the field. The h-index4 is a way to measure both 

productivity and impact in that it combines quantitative (number of cited work) with 

qualitative (times cited in other work). The h-index stands for Hirsch´s h-index and was 

suggested by Jorge E. Hirsch in 2005 and it aims to “…measure both the productivity and 

impact of the published work…”5 The criticism against methods that counts citations are that 

citing has other functions that only measuring them can´t reveal. A scientist can be cited for 

the mere purpose of showing a bad example of for example a theory and yet this scientist still 

gets cited. Kärki and Kortelainen6 discuss this more thoroughly in chapter 6 of the book 

“ Introduktion till bibliometri”.  

Scientific publishing is important for scientists in different ways, not only the actual 

dissemination itself (to show people what you have accomplished in your work) but also to be 

recognized as scientist. Recognition can be linked to credit in the sense that when one gets 

credit for ones work you are recognized by your peers. To be able to do research you need 

funds and in order to acquire funds you need to show “the world” your work. I believe this 

notion is also applicable to scientific journals. As I have stated in previous work “…scientists 

would also want their work published in a highly regarded journal…”7 and being highly 

regarded has many different components. Journals need to attract readers/subscribers; to do 

that they need contributions that attract the readers and to attract the authors they want they 

need to be recognized in their field of scientific publishing, the journal need credibility. The 

theoretical model presented below is one way to describe and understand credibility. 

                                                      
2 Emma Sandström, ”Publicering inom skogsvetenskap” (Sociologiska insitutionen, Umeå universitet, 2011)  
3 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bibliometrics 
4 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/H-index 
5 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/H-index 
6 Riita Kärki & Terttu Kortelainen, Introduktion till bibliometri (Translation & adaptation: Kristina Eriksson & 
Sara von Ungern-Stenberg, Helsingfors: NORDINFO, 1998) 
7 E. Sandström, ”Publicering inom skogsvetenskap”, 2011 
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According to Bruno Latour and Steve Woolgar “The notion of credibility makes possible, the 

conversion between money, data, prestige, credentials, problem areas, argument, papers, and 

so on.”8 The cycle is illustrated in the figure below: 

 

Figure 1. Cycle of Credibility9 

 

Latour & Woolgars´ Cycle of Credibility demonstrates the investment and conversion of 

different types of capital in science production. Latour & Woolgar argued that instead of 

focusing on only one or two of the capitals represented in the figure, all of these should be 

considered as parts of a whole cycle. In the cycle one credit converts to another, for example: 

recognition is converted to grants, i.e. a scientist is recognized for his/her work and is given a 

grant to further develop the research. As I understand it the cycle is meant to display the 

different forms of credit that a scientist, in Latour & Woolgars´ case, possesses/ can be in 

possession of in order to further his/her research.  

So if I am to argue that this theory can be applicable to a journal I first have to change the 

labels in the cycle so that they better fit my purpose. Not all of them have to be changed thou, 

                                                      
8 Latour, B. & Woolgar, S. Laboratory Life (Sage publications 1979), 200  
9 Ibid. (copy), 201  
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recognition can stay the same as it is applicable to a journal as well. Below is my own version 

of the Cycle of Credibility which I for ease am calling the Cycle of Journal Credibility.  

 

Figure 2. Cycle of Journal Credibility10    

 

The parts I have chosen to include in the cycle are: Recognition, Readers/Potential authors, 

Manuscripts, Funds, Editor, Editorial board, Equipment/Resources and Published issues. By 

Funds in this case I mean subsidizes, subscriptions and other form of economical funding for 

a journal. Equipment/Resources in the case of a journal mean for example printing equipment 

and storage equipment in the form of for example data storage and resources. I assume that 

Recognition leads to more people wanting to read the journal and more authors wanting to 

publish their work in the journal, when the journal gets more Readers/Potential authors it gets 

more Funds, more Funds mean more Equipment and more equipment more Published issues. 

Readers/Potential authors and Manuscripts are maybe obvious Funds can be for example that 

the journal is subsidized, has subscriptions, or other forms of funding for the journal. Editor 

and Editorial board in the case of scientific journals often, if not always, consists of people 

that are well versed in the subject matter of the journal and are often researchers/ authors 

themselves in that area. 

                                                      
10 Emma Sandström, 2012-12-27 



 

6 
 

3. Method 
For my analysis I wanted to get the insights of the editors of the journal and for additional 

data I also did an analysis of a selection of articles published in the journal at different time-

periods. The editor has the overall responsibility of the journal and therefore I assumed that 

the editors would be the persons with most insight of “his/her” particular journal. In addition 

to this I also wanted some data from the articles of the journal in order to find out about what 

topics were represented.  

3.1 Selection 
As stated before the main data comes from interviews with former and current editors of the 

journal who are: Founder Jeremy Rickards were editor from the start in 1989 until 2000, 

Pierre Zundel between 2000 to 2004/2005, Marvin Pyles from 2004/2005 to 2008, Niels de 

Hoop from 2008 to 2012, current editor Ola Lindroos from 2012. The only editor I could not 

get a hold of was Niels de Hoop (2008 -2012), we both tried to make the interview work but 

our schedules clashed several times. I have also had some e-mail contact with Rolf Björheden 

at Skogsforsk11 with whom I got in contact with thru Pierre Zundel, this correspondence gave 

some further insight with the journal as Björheden is on the editorial board. Some points that 

Björheden pointed out are incorporated in the discussion in chapter 5. 

For the other part of my data collection I made the selection of articles based on when the 

different editors where active, in order to combine data from the interviews with the contents 

of the articles of the same time. The journal issues with the articles I chose to analyze were 

from 1995/1996 (vol.7 nr.1, 2, 3), 2003 (vol.14 nr1, 2), 2006 (vol. 17, nr.1, 2) and 2012 

(vol.23, nr. 1, 2) and where downloaded from the journal website12. The selection is limited to 

technical papers and articles only, no technical reviews or technical notes are included, 

because of the time restraint the analysis have been limited to the article titles, keywords and 

authors/ countries, to manually go over the articles content would be too time consuming. I 

chose to include the keywords to get a further insight in the meaning of the titles. The 

restriction in the data lies with the selection of volumes to analyze, I cannot be sure that this 

particular selection speaks for an editor’s whole period but I think it will give me an 

indication of the article subjects of the time. 

                                                      
11 http://www.skogforsk.se/sv/ (2013-01-03) 
12 http://journals.hil.unb.ca/index.php/IJFE/index  (2012-12-04) 
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3.2 Analysis 
Since the articles of IJFE are not indexed in databases such as for example Thompson Reuters 

Web of Knowledge13 the possibility of processing or analyzing them with a quantitative 

method is difficult. A qualitative method however is more manageable when the research data 

needs to be manually processed, my method is therefore of a sort of summative content 

analysis14 method. I collected the titles, authors/countries and keywords from all articles 

manually and grouped them together using Microsoft excel according to volume15 and wrote a 

brief summary of their content that is presented after each editor´s paragraph in the following 

section called International Journal of Forest Engineering. In this summary are also article per 

country, for example: if one article has three authors, one from Sweden, one from USA and 

one from Japan, the article count for these countries will be Sweden 1, USA 1 and Japan 1. 

During the interview with Pierre Zundel16 he told me about a study he himself did when he 

was editor that, among other things, shows the subjects being written about in IJFE from 1996 

to 2001 which I used in chapter 5 for a further means to validating what subjects has been 

popular in the journal during this time. I also did a quick search in Harzing´s Publish or 

Perish17 to get the h-index for IJFE and did the same with their competition Croatian Journal 

of Forest Engineering (CJFE) to compare the journals. Search terms for this were 

International journal of forest engineering and Croatian journal of forest engineering 

respective.  

3.3 Procedure 
All editors but one (the current) is from countries other than Sweden and so these interviews 

have been conducted through phone and follow up e-mail communication. The questions 

where written beforehand and is attached as appendices’ in the end of this thesis and the 

results of these interviews are presented under the heading International Journal of Forest 

Engineering. The interview with the Swedish editor was conducted as an ordinary face-to-face 

interview and the questions were translated to Swedish beforehand. The results of this 

interview were then translated to English by me so the thesis would be uniform in language. 

The interviews were each about an hour long, with some variations, and were conducted as 

                                                      
13 http://wokinfo.com/ (2012-12-28) 
14 Hsiu-Fang Hsieh & Sarah E Shannon, “Three Approaches to Qualitative Content Analysis”, Qualitative 
Health Research, vol 15 (2005) 
15 See Appendix 1 “IJFE Articles”, p 16 
16 Pierre Zundel, International journal of forest engineering, Editors note, vol 13 (2002) 
17 Harzing, A.W. (2007) Publish or Perish, http://www.harzing.com/pop.htm (2013-01-03) 
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semi structured interviews18 in the sense that I had prepared questions19 but let the interviewee 

“decide” the order of the questions in the flow of conversation.  

The interview data along with the results of the analysis of the articles will be discussed in the 

section called The Credibility of a Journal.  

3.4 Ethical considerations 
As the journal has had very few editors (five) I concluded that the possibility of keeping them 

anonymous would be very difficult or even impossible. The interviewees stated that they 

wished to read this thesis when completed and upon doing so they would all recognize who 

said what and of course due to the fact that the idea for the study came from the current editor 

the interest for the results lies with the people connected to the journal. Steinar Kvale´s20 

chapter about ethical issues addresses the difficulties that can occur in interview situations. 

His examples are mostly from research about human beings and psychological studies but 

there are some points that can be applied to this kind of study. Kvale21 states that there are 

ethical issues that should be considered in the beginning of an interview survey, from these I 

took with me these: How can the confidentiality of the interviewees be protected? How 

important is it that the interviewees are kept anonymous? Who will have access to the 

interviews? And what consequences can the publication of the study have for the 

interviewees? The nature of ethical issues like this are of course linked to the sort of situation 

there put in and it´s up to the person dealing with them to balance and weigh the issues with 

the gain of the study. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                      
18 Steinar Kvale, Den kvalitativa forskningsintervjun, (NarayanaPress, 1997) 
19 See appendix 2 “Interview questions”, p 25 
20 Kvale, S., Den kvalitativa forskningsintervjun, (1997) ch. 6, 104-116 
21 Ibid., 113 
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4. International journal of Forest engineering 
Below follows the story of the journal told from former and current editors. Combined with 

these stories, and following each editors account of their time in the text, is an analysis of a 

few articles that was published at the time the different editors where in charge. The journal 

was initially called Journal of Forest Engineering but later changed to International Journal of 

Forest Engineering. All but one of the former editors is still listed as members of the editorial 

board on the journal webpage. 

4.1 Jeremy Rickards 
Around 1988 Jeremy Rickards started inquiring around his professional contacts about the 

potential interest in a journal dedicated to the dissemination of the research findings of forest 

engineers. Rickards was concerned about the lack of support for engineers in the scientific 

publishing world. The forestry journals that existed where mainly focused around the different 

methods of growing trees and not the different ways of “cutting down” trees as Rickards 

recalls it22, he says his colleagues of the forest engineering (FE) department at the University 

of New Brunswick had such difficulties publishing their work in the forestry journals. He 

wanted a specific place for forest engineers to report their findings, to better further the 

scientific progress in the area. This eventually grew into a real idea in the Journal of Forest 

Engineering (JFE) and the first issue of which was published in July of 1989.  

In the beginning Rickards looked to his friends, colleagues from different parts of the world, 

to be the first contributors to the journal “twisting the arms of fellow engineers” he says 

tongue in cheek. He convinced his Dean to advance him enough funds to produce four issues 

that would comprise the first volume containing the articles he could get hold of, and then 

mailed one copy of each to “every University I knew had a FE program”. The first volume 

contained four papers and one of these were written by “Dr. Tobioka from Japan who, when 

he received his copy, contacted Maruzen23, a Japanese scientific journal distributor, and they 

advertised the IJFE in their “Journal News. This resulted in requests from many Japanese 

Universities for library copies. As a result, we had to create an annual subscription price, 

something not anticipated for the initial copies“24. 

                                                      
22 Jeremy Rickards, personal communication, 2012-11-29 
23 http://www.maruzen.co.jp/corp/en/ 
24 Jeremy Rickards, personal communication, 2012-12-18 
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During Rickards´ time as editor he says the articles´ subjects were majorly concentrated 

among subjects like operational forestry and machine interaction with forestry. Swedish and 

Finnish machine manufacturers occupied an important share of the market in the early years 

of JFE. 

To assure the quality of the articles was a tremendous and important job according to 

Rickards. He was the first to review the articles which he then passed on to the editorial 

board, consisting of 20 members from all over the world. Although the contributions came 

from different parts of the world he says he would have liked to see more articles from Russia 

and South America,  

In the beginning, the first two or so volumes of the journal were free of cost, funded by the 

University of New Brunswick (after Rickards got the ok from his dean), so as to function as a 

form of advertisement for the JFE. When the journal gained a more substantial number of 

readers, they introduced subscriptions and the readers, as Rickards recalls it, where happy to 

pay to keep the journal running. Rickards himself as well as the board members worked pro 

bono.  

Rickards edited his last copy in July of 2000 and was by then retired from the University of 

New Brunswick since 1998 but still “wondering about the corridors” as honorary research 

professor. He by then felt that it was time he handed the editorship over to someone new and 

therefore talked to his colleague Pierre Zundel who offered to take over the editorship. 

Summary of articles (IJFE, 1995/1996 volume 7) 
The titles in this volume mainly include things like logging, productivity and different 

processing systems, there are also a few about safety and ergonomics. The distribution 

between countries are: US and Scandinavia (Sweden & Finland) at the top with 4 articles 

each,4 US titles, 3 titles from New Zealand, 2 from Japan, 1 from the UK and 1 from Russia. 

4.2 Pierre Zundel 
Zundel was at this time working as forestry professor at the University of New Brunswick and 

had a positive impression of the journal:”I knew it was the only English language journal with 

a focus on forest engineering, i.e. dedicated to forest engineering as scholarly field. There 

were journals on the market aimed more towards the practical industry field.”25  

                                                                                                                                                                      
 
25 Pierre Zundel, personal communication, 2012-11-30 
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Zundels expectations of the journals readership were to attract readers from all over the world 

where forest engineering had a place in scholarly work. Because of email contact and other 

form of communication he got a good feel of who the readers where and says they where 

students and professors from “all over the world”. The contributions were also coming in 

from all over, academics from different parts of the world. One thing he remembered noticing 

is that during his time as editor Zundel got more German contributions than had been noted 

before. The article subjects that mainly dominated this period were computer based planning 

tools, machine productivity and mechanical forestry.  

Zundel describes the quality insurance process as a network building process. One editorial 

board member did a first review and then passed the article on to at least two colleagues who 

would be considered as suitable reviewers. Zundel saw this as a way to ensure the quality in 

future articles. Upon the question of any expectations that he had before becoming editor 

Zundel says he wanted the journal to be a place for people to improve their scholarly work 

and produce high quality articles. Another expectation was for the journal to be of high 

quality, expand its´ readership and for the journal to be a respected scientific journal. Upon 

further thought about whether these expectations were met Zundel states that some of them 

were, namely the quality that he feels improved with the network-style peer-review process: 

“I got the reviewers I wanted and that I thought could do a good job selecting high quality 

articles”26.  

Around 2004/2005 Zundel was stepping down as editor due to a new assignment at the 

university that meant he had no time for the time consuming work as editor of a journal. The 

journal was at this time also suffering due to cut backs and was going to cease to publish.   

Summary of articles (IJFE, 2003 volume 14) 
The titles from this year are about mechanics, productivity, operational tools, economics, 

thinning processes and forestry machines. The distributions between countries are: Sweden 5 

articles, Canada 2 articles, Denmark 3, Norway 1, South Africa 1, Finland 2, USA 5, UK 1 

and Germany 1. 

4.3 Marvin Pyles 
Marvin Pyles was at this time (2005) terminal associate professor in forest engineering at 

Oregon State University (OSU) and after serving on the editorial board for a few years 

volunteered to take over and also to give the journal a new “home” as he puts it. Pyles 

                                                      
26 Pierre Zundel, personal communication, 2012-11-30 
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primary goal for the journal was therefore to find some way to publish the journal. When he 

took over as editor he received funds, from the College of Forestry at OSU, to get the next 

issue published and with “the obligation to find a long-term and financially secure home for 

the journal”27. After developing a proposal Pyles presented his case to the board of directors 

at the Forest Products Society (FPS) and they took over ownership of the journal with Pyles 

as editor. According to Pyles the FPS stated that publishing costs would be lower than had 

been in the past and that the goal was to not have the journal subsidized.  

Pyles also had an idea of the kind of readers he wanted the journal to have: “I wanted to 

balance the academics with people in professional practice in the readership, with a slant 

toward professional practice. This is because academics don´t subscribe to journals, and folks 

in professional practice are more likely to if the publication is worth it to them.”28 He felt he 

had a good knowledge of who the readers were and says there were too few subscribers to 

sustain the journal. The authors of the papers were academics and the topics were mostly from 

the operations side, Pyles says he would have liked to see more contributions of the 

“engineering” kind: “Forest engineering is dominated by operations people, so that is where 

most articles came from”29. Pyles was unsatisfied by the number of contributions coming in 

but still found those that did to be of an okay quality, he estimates that about a third of 

submissions were rejected due to not having met the quality expectations.  

Regarding the reviewing of articles Pyles found it hard to convince people to do reviews and 

also that they did poor reviews. In one example he recalls reviewers using inappropriate 

criteria to evaluate papers: “this isn´t the way I would have done his research, therefore it is 

wrong” Because of this he found it important to review every paper himself to ensure that 

proper criteria where being used: “ the typical case involved three reviewers, some of whom 

were on the editorial board and some who weren´t. I would then review the paper to see that 

the reviewers’ conclusions were warranted.”30 Pyles describes the journal as being double 

blind reviewed, reviewer and author didn´t know who the other was during a specific 

reviewing case.  

Pyles´ workload as teacher later got increased and had therefore indicated to the FPS that he 

would not be able to continue the work as editor. Pyles was asked about his opinion of the 

                                                      
27 Marvin Pyles, personal communication, 2012-12-04 
28 Marvin Pyles, personal communication, 2012-12-04 
29 Marvin Pyles, personal communication, 2012-12-04 
30 Marvin Pyles, personal communication, 2012-12-04 
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choice of new editor that the FPS had appointed, and fully endorsed it, but he says he didn´t 

participate in the process in any other way.  

Pyles says the main expectation that he had of the journal was to see it survive:”Growing 

subscriptions was essential which was a driver behind transferring ownership to the FPS – 

they had an existing pool of potential readers in their membership.” 

Summary of articles (IJFE, 2006, volume 17) 
Different effects studies, harvesting systems and different topics of logging can be found in 

this volume.  The distributions between countries are: Finland 1, USA 7, Canada 1, Australia 

1, New Zealand 1, Ireland 1, France 1 and Austria 1. 

4.4 Ola Lindroos 
At the year-end of 2011/beginning of 2012 Ola Lindroos took over as editor for IJFE, this had 

been preceded by his own inquiries to the FPS about what was happening with the journal. A 

year and a half before that at a conference he and some colleagues had discussed the state of 

the journal, which seemed to be standing still so to speak, and agreed that something needed 

to be done with the journal. One of Lindroos´ Swedish colleagues said that SLU should 

govern the journal or at least do something about it. That triggered an idea with Lindroos who 

proceeded to call the FPS and ask them about the journal and also to offer his assistance in 

any way. The FPS in their turn asked Lindroos to write down some of his ideas and after he 

had sent them they asked if he would be interested in the editor role. He had just become 

associate Professor and was (and still is) working at SLU at the Department of Forest 

Resource Management. 

Lindroos feels the journal was generally seen as important for the research community of 

forest engineering: “…the only scientific journal purely focused on forest engineering”31. He 

and colleagues he talked too had the feeling that the journal was starting to fade, the issues 

were late, the editor at the time (between 2008 and 2012) Niels de Hoop was difficult to get a 

hold of and another English language journal had arrived that published approximately the 

same contents but, according to Lindroos, had gaps. Lindroos and his colleagues were worried 

that they wouldn´t have a place to publish their research: “We had to pay to publish our 

articles, readers had to pay to read the magazine and at the same time no articles came out… it 

was about to die by itself”32.  

                                                      
31 Ola Lindroos, personal communication, 2012- 12-06 
32 Ola Lindroos, personal communication, 2012- 12-06 
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When Lindroos took over editorship he wanted the journal to have a broader niche than 

before: “It was dominated by logging, stem wood, etc. but at this time what were really 

booming were biomass fuel and other uses”. When he became editor he stated that this can 

also fit within the frames of the journal, that there is no reason why it should be excluded. 

More specifically Lindroos has started collaboration with a journal that was about to start up 

and now instead is channeling their efforts to IJFE. From this other would-be-journal IJFE got 

a lot of half finished manuscripts that Lindroos and his journal colleagues has completed and 

is publishing in the spring of 2013: “…it was a win-win situation because we had a shortage 

of manuscripts at this time. There was also some money there that gave us the opportunity to 

eliminate the publishing fee for 2012”.  

On questions about the readers Lindroos says the target group is scientists/researchers first 

and foremost because of the nature of articles that are published but there´s also a self-serving 

reason. If the journal disappears then he and his colleagues will have a harder time getting 

their work published “being that there are only two English language journals aimed at purely 

this subject”. Because of the state of the journal when Lindroos took over he says he hasn´t 

really begun to focus on the readers and who they are. He has some notion of the readers and 

says they are mostly concentrated around North America and Europe.  

Lindroos´ ideal subjects of incoming manuscripts are not particularly specific but a wide 

range of subjects that fit within the forest engineering area and are high in quality and 

innovative. “I want to feel that they contribute to something new, that the area of research is 

propelled forward”. Were the authors come from is also important, he wants contributions 

from all over the world and not just North America, Europe and Scandinavia. He also wants 

to see a different gender distribution as the area has been and still is very male dominated.  

Lindroos continues with what’s expected of the authors and that he works actively with 

shaping manuscripts after some kind of template or norm because of the various standards 

when they get them. He says he wants the journal to have a kind of educational roll in order to 

get more authors to send in their manuscripts, rather than just tell them yes or no, at least for 

as long as the volume is as low as is now. There were very few manuscripts at the beginning 

of Lindroos´ editorship he says that because the publishing was delayed there was no reason 

for people to send in their work. He continues to say that the volumes have increased 

considerably since he made some changes, sent out inquiries about reviews and talked about 

the new start at conferences.  
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The reviewing process is initialized by Lindroos, in order to decide if the material is relevant 

or even readable, then he chooses two other reviewers. He has introduced the possibility for 

the author to propose four reviewers they find suitable which he then assesses for reviewing, 

the world of forest engineering is manageable he says in ways that he knows or can find out if 

the proposed reviewer knows the author. He then chooses two reviewers either two of his own 

or two of the authors choices, he also tries to get a variety so that one reviewer doesn´t review 

too many manuscripts in a short period of time.  

Lindroos´ hasn´t had time to see any trends in subjects other than biomass fuel yet due to the 

short time as editor, the subjects are quite wide as he puts it, but he expects that with time 

there will be a further array of subjects. The financing of the journal will change due to 

different management of the publishing in a near future and when that change happens the 

journal will be financed purely by subscriptions rather than the previous subscription and 

author publishing fee. The FPS will still be the owners of the journal but the publishing will 

be run by another company. 

Lindroos says he has great expectations of the IJFE, “…this will be the world leading 

scientific journal of forest engineering, although there isn´t much competition with only one 

other journal. It will be the natural choice for high qualitative research in the area and get an 

impact factor of above average in the forestry area, which I think is going to be easy once we 

get ranked”33. A further plan Lindroos has involves getting the volume up to three issues of 

the journal in 2013 and then four within four or five years. He also says he wants to raise the 

standard substantially compared to the competitor and to the current standard, to “raise the 

level of the research area so to speak”. 

Summary of articles (IJFE, 2012, volume 23) 
This volume mainly contains different titles with bio energy with different combinations like 

economy, sustainability and effects. The distributions between countries are: USA 2, German 

2, Canada 1, Finland 1 and Norway 1. 

 

 
 

 

                                                      
33 Ola Lindroos, personal communication, 2012- 12-06   
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4.5 H-index of IJFE 
Below is represented the results of a quick search of International journal of forest 

engineering and Croatian journal of forest engineering in Harzing´s34 Publish or Perish tool. 

In the example below I have removed some of the metric analysis results to get a better 

overview of the parts that I found most interesting. The full result of the analysis can be found 

in appendix 3.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                      
34 Harzing, A.W. (2007) Publish or Perish, http://www.harzing.com/pop.htm (2013-01-03) 

International journal of forest 
engineering: all 

Papers: 331 

Citations: 2007 

Years: 25 

Cites/year: 80.28 

Cites/paper: 6.06/3.0/0 
(mean/median/mode) 

Cites/author: 1184.27 

Papers/author: 191.98 

Authors/paper: 2.23/2.0/1 
(mean/median/mode) 

h-index: 22 

104 paper(s) with 1 author(s)99 
paper(s) with 2 author(s)79 paper(s) 
with 3 author(s)47 paper(s) with 4 
author(s)2 paper(s) with 5 author(s) 

Croatian journal of forest 
engineering: all 

Papers: 207 

Citations: 372 

Years: 9 

Cites/year: 41.33 

Cites/paper: 1.80/0.0/0 
(mean/median/mode) 

Cites/author: 154.04 

Papers/author: 81.28 

Authors/paper: 3.18/3.0/4 
(mean/median/mode) 

h-index: 9 

21 paper(s) with 1 author(s)45 
paper(s) with 2 author(s)52 paper(s) 
with 3 author(s)53 paper(s) with 4 
author(s)36 paper(s) with 5 author(s) 
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5. Credibility  
In this chapter I am going to lead a discussion about the result and try to weave the purpose of 

my thesis in here and there. In order to tie back to the beginning of this thesis the questions I 

asked where: 

What are common article subjects in IJFE from the time periods of the interviewed editors? 

What aspects of the Cycle of Journal Credibility can be identified from the interview data?  

 

As for the first question I found correlating answers between what the editors remembered 

being the “popular” subjects during their time and my review of the article titles and 

keywords. For me, with no knowledge about forest engineering, it’s not entirely easy to 

identify the difference between some topics but it seems that there is a wide array of them to 

write about in the area. The titles vary from being strictly about logging machines and their 

functions to ergonomics in forestry work and processes to reduce environmental effects of 

forestry. There is some variation in where the authors come from but it is as the editors have 

indicated a domination of authors from North America and Scandinavia. The journal seems to 

be moving from the traditional stem wood, logging and different “how to cut down trees 

techniques” or practical topics toward more innovative ones like biomass and bio energy. 

Pierre Zundel directed me toward an editor’s note called “What Does the Journal Actually 

Publish?”35 in which he reports a survey he did over what topics, type of paper and which 

country the articles that IJFE published contained from 1996 to 2001. In this review the 

domination of USA and Sweden in paper origin is confirmed and the topic areas that tops the 

list are operations planning (inventory, modeling, scheduling) and ground logging. 

To get a better view of the topics and country origin of papers, get a greater picture over the 

journal´s evolution and to see if my estimation of where the development is going proves 

right, one would have to do an analysis like Zundels´ (covering all years from start up until 

now). What I mean is that with this method I got a feel of what subjects has been represented 

in the journal over time and the somewhat change that has taken place as the field evolves. To 

verify this change and really see the journals “subject history” one would have to do a 

bibliometrical analysis that requires time and also indexed data of the journal.  

                                                      
35 Pierre Zundel, Editors note, International journal of forest engineering, 2002, vol 13, nr 1. 
http://journals.hil.unb.ca/index.php/IJFE/article/view/9898/10074 
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The other question is perhaps harder to answer as straightforward as the first as can be with 

the more qualitative forms of methods. As to what the interviews with the editors have to say 

about the journals credibility I understand that this journal and the people around it put in a lot 

of effort to make it work. From the conversations with the editors I got a sense of pride and 

urgency to keep the journal going for the sake of scientific publishing in forest engineering. 

Not just from the editors themselves but from the people around too, the readers and the 

community of researchers that all seemed to rally together to make this journal work. It isn´t 

easy “fighting” with the big scientific journals for attention and therefore you rely on the 

community of your scientific discipline to be loyal. Through my interview with Pierre Zundel 

got in touch with Rolf Björheden at Skogsforsk36, who is a member of the editorial board of 

IFE and has been (as I understand) since sometime in the beginning when Jeremy Rickards 

founded the journal. Björheden wrote, among other things, about Rickards being the 

enthusiast who did a tremendous job in the beginning to get the journal started and running. 

Björheden also wrote me about Rickards asking him for help and support, Björheden for 

example got SLU to start subscribing to JFE, and about the joined effort to promote the 

journal at the IUFRO37 world congress in Montreal in 1990.  

The capitals of investment have previously been explained more thoroughly in the Cycle of 

Credibility section but I am here going to try and develop my thoughts about Recognition 

which I think has an important part of the flow of the cycle. In Laboratory Life38 Latour and 

Woolgar talk about credit as what motivates a scientist and as I see it the notion of credit is as 

important for a journal as well. Credit is obtained through several ways and I am going to 

explain what I think are the main ones. The names of the authors are important in the 

scientific world in the sense that the top scientists are well known in their field and have 

certain weight to their name. Judging by the interviews it seems that the authors in this field 

know each other quite well, like Rickards “rounding up” all his colleagues to get articles for 

the journal. This is of course easier to confirm if you are well versed in the field of forest 

engineering, one way to get some kind of figures of this could be to look at several authors 

that have been published in IJFE and get their citation impact. I don´t feel that I could have 

done such an extensive review and given it justice but maybe that can be an incentive for 

someone who wants do a bit more digging.  

                                                      
36 http://www.skogforsk.se/sv/ 
37 http://www.iufro.org/ 
38 Latour, B. & Woolgar, Laboratory Life (Sage publications 1979)  p 187-233 
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More factors of which to evaluate a journal are of course the readers, they are important 

because they are potential authors and if they find any work important to their own research in 

a journal they are sometimes likely to cite that work which leads to another factor impact 

factor39 as another credit. Harzing´s Publish or Perish obtains raw citations from Google 

scholar and analyses them. The analysis results of the search in Harzing´s Publish or Perish 

clearly show that the IJFE has a higher h-index than the competition CJFE and is therefore 

cited more often than the latter. This can be an indication of the reader loyalty and what the 

readers think of IJFE. 

Names on the editorial board and the editor can also be a factor of importance for the 

Recognition as well as how known the readers are. Within a narrower field, as I might say that 

this journal operates in, it is more likely for the people working with the journal to know each 

other and to know who the “top researchers” are. When the field is small it is easier to keep 

track of the people within it therefore it´s easier for the interested to find out if the journal I 

question has top names on its editorial board. 

People talk and scientists are no exception, like when Lindroos (p. 10) talks about talking with 

colleagues at a conference about the state of a journal. The reputation of a journal is 

somewhat complex, as I have understood after talking to the editors, in the sense that the 

IJFE´s reputation seems to be upheld through the engagement from readers and authors, and 

of course the editorial board. So if a journal has a reputation, be it good or bad, it will 

permeate among the community or area in which it operates. One time the reputation of the 

journal could have tilted more toward the bad side would have been there when Lindroos and 

his colleagues acknowledged the fact that something was happening (or not happening) but 

instead of just shrugging shoulders and searching elsewhere for means to publish their work 

the conversations lead to action. 

If I am to evaluate the notion of credit or the Cycle of Credibility as a means to evaluate a 

journal I also have to take under consideration the circumstances in which this evaluation 

should take place. Is it among the broader forestry journals where forest engineers evidently 

have difficulties getting published or is it in a journal with the specific intent of publishing 

forest engineering articles? I would say it depends on what the intent is, if the journal intends 

to stay in its specific field I think this can be a way for the people that manage the journal to 

define its role in the field and determine what place in the hierarchy of its field it occupies. 

                                                      
39 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Impact_factor 
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What one does with the information gathered from this sort of analysis is another question. If 

a journal has credibility in a broader field of scientific publishing would be harder to 

determine due to the fact that there are many more journals to “compete” with for credit in the 

publishing world.  

If I were to conduct a study like this again, and here I am referring to the Cycle of Journal 

Credibility part, I think I would probably do a more thorough research about the people 

involved in the journal. By this I mean that I haven´t got the knowledge about the field that is 

required to know who the “top names” are, this could have been acquired through more 

follow up of the interviews but I felt the time constraint was to limited for this to have been 

comprehensive.  

The main point I take with me is that this analysis showed what I believe to be the 

commitment and determination of the people managing and surrounding a scientific journal in 

a delimited field. Since IJFE´s main competition is only one other journal I find this 

commitment important for the field to evolve. I think the significance lies with having a place 

in which to publish your work without having to compete with authors of many different 

fields in journals that may or may not value the work as equally “important” as some of these 

other fields.  
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Appendices 

Appendix 1 IJFE Articles 
 

Volume Title  Author/country Keywords 

7 A Comparison of Skyline 
Harvesting 
Costs for Alternative 
Commercial 
Thinning Prescriptions 

L.D. Kellogg, G.V. 
Milota, and M. Miller Jr. 
Oregon State University, 
Corvallis, Oregon, USA 

thinning costs, logging 
productivity, 
skyline yarding, young stands, 
commercial 
thinning. 

7 Safety of Log 
Transportation 
After Regulation and 
Training in the State of 
Georgia, USA 

W. Dale Greene1 
Ben D. Jackson2 
Lois Shackleford3 
University of Georgia 
Athens, G A, USA 
Robert L. Izlar4 
Georgia Forestry 
Association, Inc. 
Norcross, GA, USA 
William Dover5 
Georgia Public Service 
Commission 
Atlanta, G A, USA 

Transportation, logging trucks, 
regulations, 
training. 

7 Forest Roads in West 
Virginia, USA: 
Identifying Issues and 
Challenges 

A. Egan, A. Jenkins, and 
J. Rowe 
College of Agriculture 
and Forestry 
West Virginia University 
Morgantown, WV, USA 

forest roads, Delphi, Best 
Management 
Practices, soil erosion, road 
planning 

7 Productivity 
Measurements of Two 
Waratah 234 Hydraulic 
Tree 
Harvesters in Radiata 
Pine 
in New Zealand. 

T. Evanson and M. 
McConchie 
New Zealand Logging 
Industry 
Research Organization 
(LIRO) 
Rotorua, New Zealand 

Waratah 234 HTH, Pierce HTH 
26, 
mechanized logging, single-grip 
harvester, 
tree-length delimbing, processing, 
cut-to-length. 

7 Imagery Data Processing 
System 
Using Aerial 
Photography for 
Sensitive Site 
Investigations 
in the Route Selection 
Process 

Masami Shiba 
Mie University 
Tsu, Japan 

forest road, environmental 
impacts, 
orthophotograph, sensitive site 
components, 
overlay analysis. 
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7 THINNING REGIME 
OPTIMIZATION 
IN EUROPEAN 
RUSSIAN PINES 

Y.Y. Gerasimov 
Petrozavodsk State 
University 
Petrozavodsk, Russia 
V.K. Khlustov 
Nizhnij Novgorod 
Agriculture Academy 
Nizhnij Novgorod, Russia 

multi-objectivedecision-
making,standproductivity, 
harvestingcost,systemapproach, 
pine stand, random search 

7 A STUDY OF SEMI-
RIGID AND 
NONLINEAR 
BEHAVIOUR OF 
NAILED 
JOINTS IN TIMBER 
PORTAL FRAMES 

Abdy Kermani 
Dept. of Civil & 
Transportation 
Engineering 
Napier University 
Edinburgh, UK 

timber frames, nailed joints, semi-
rigid 
behaviour, non-linear deformation 

7 LIMITING FACTORS 
IN 
MECHANIZED TREE-
PLANTING 

Ulf Hallonborg 
The Forestry Research 
Institute of Sweden 
Uppsala, Sweden 

Mechanized planting, tree 
planting, seedlingfeed. 

7 FACTORS AFFECTING 
PRODUCTIVITY OF 
NEWLY 
ESTABLISHED 
THINNING 
OPERATIONS 

Kenneth Dodd 
College of Forest 
Resources 
University of Washington 
Seattle, WA 
Joseph F. McNeel 
Pacific Northwest 
Research Station 
USD A Forest Service 
Seattle, WA 

No 

7 AN ERGONOMIC 
EVALUATION 
OF DOUGLAS FIR 
MANUAL 
PRUNING IN NEW 
ZEALAND 

P.M. Kirk and R.J. Parker 
New Zealand Logging 
Industry 
Research Organisation 
Rotorua, New Zealand 

ergonomics, workload, forestry, 
pruning, 
heart rate. 

7 Excavators as Base 
Machines in Logging 
Operations 

Jerry Johansson Swedish 
University of Agricultural 
sciences Garpenberg, 
Sweden 

attachments, base machine, 
axcavator, harvesting 

7 Seal coat Designs for 
Unbound Granular 
Pavements Carrying 
Heavy Axle Loads 

Bryan D. Pidwerbesky 
University of Canterbury 
Christchurch, New 
Zealand                                           
Greg Arnold Logging 
Industry Research 
Organisation Rotorua, 
New Zealand 

seal coats, polymer-modified 
bitumen 
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7 A Dynamic Analysis of 
Interest Rate and Logging 
Factors in Reducing  Saw 
Timber Procurement 
Costs 

T.S. Palander University 
of Joensuu, Joensuu, 
Finland 

intergated timber allocation, 
tactical planning, dynamic 
programming, cummulative cost 
curve, geographical decentralizing 

7 Analytic Hierarchy 
Process (AHP)-Based 
Multi-Attribute Benefit 
Structure Analysis of 
Road Network Systems 
in Mountainous Rural 
Areas of Japan 

Masami Shiba 
Mie University 
Tsu, Japan 

AHP, forest roads, decision-
making, benefit structure, rural 
development 

7 Evaluating Operator-
Machine Interactions in 
Comparative Time 
Studies 

T. Gullberg Swedish 
University of Agricultural 
Sciences Garpenberg, 
Sweden 

work science, grapple loading, 
forwarder, farm tractor, logging, 
short-wood 

14 Fuel Consumption In 
Forwarders 

T. Nordfjell 
Swedish University of 
Agricultural Sciences 
Umeå, Sweden 
D. Athanassiadis 
Forest Engineering 
Research Institute of 
Canada 
Quebec, Canada 
B. Talbot 
The Danish Forest and 
Landscape Research 
Institute 
Hoersholm, Denmark 

CTL, extraction, final felling, 
forwarder, fuel 
consumption, logging, thinning, 
Denmark, 
Sweden. 

14 Simulating Effects of 
Supply Chain 
Configuration on 
Industrial Dynamics 
in the Forest Sector 

Erlend Ystrøm Haartveit 
Norwegian Forest 
Research Institute 
Norway 
Dag E. Fjeld 
Swedish University of 
Agricultural Sciences 
Sweden 

Forest sector, supply chain 
performance, 
multiple feedback, demand 
distortion, parallel 
interactions, human decision 
making. 



 

25 
 

14 Assessing the Utility of 
Two Integrated 
Harvester-Forwarder 
Machine 
Concepts Through Stand-
Level Simulation 

B. Talbot 
The Danish Centre for 
Forest, Landscape 
and Planning 
Hoersholm, Denmark 
T. Nordfjell 
Swedish University of 
Agricultural Sciences 
Umeå, Sweden 
K. Suadicani 
The Danish Centre for 
Forest, Landscape 
and Planning 
Hoersholm, Denmark 

CTL, harvester, forwarder, 
harwarder, 
thinnings, productivity, time-
consumption, 
simulation. 

14 Productivity in Final 
Felling and 
Thinning for a Combined 
Harvester-Forwarder 
(Harwarder) 

Fredrik Wester 
Martinsson AB 
Bygdsiljum, Sweden 
Lars Eliasson 
Swedish University of 
Agricultural Sciences 
Umeå, Sweden 

harvesting, cut to length. 

14 Economic Impact of 
Secondary Intermediate 
Transport of Pulpwood to 
Truck Transport 
Depots in South Africa: 
Three Case Studies 

P.A. Ackerman 
University of 
Stellenbosch 
Matieland, South Africa 
R.E. Pulkki 
Lakehead University 
Ontario, Canada 

Network analysis, primary, 
secondary 
transport, forest products, hauling, 
roundwood, South Africa, GIS. 

14 Effect of Seedling 
Production and 
Long-Distance 
Transportation Planning 
Strategies on 
Transportation Costs of a 
Nursery Company 

Juho Rantala 
Nuutti Kiljunen 
Pertti Harstela 
Finnish Forest Research 
Institute 
Finland 

seedling, transportation, nursery, 
planning, 
GIS, linear programming, Finland 

14 Characteristics of Injuries 
in the Logging 
Industry of Louisiana, 
USA: 1986 to 1998 

Albert J. Lefort, Jr. 
Louisiana Department of 
Wildlife & Fisheries 
Louisiana, USA 
Cornelis F. de Hoop 
Louisiana State 
University Agricultural 
Centre 
Louisiana, USA 
John C. Pine 
Brian D. Marx 
Louisiana State 
University 
Louisiana, USA 

forestry accidents, injuries, 
logging safety, 
Louisiana, safety training 
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14 Procedures for Scanning 
Radiata Pine 
Stem Dimensions and 
Quality 
on Mechanised 
Processors 

Glen Murphy 
Oregon State University 
Oregon, USA 

productivity, costs, value 
recovery, mechanised 
log-making, scanning, New 
Zealand 

14 Improving the Design of 
Slash Roads 
Used to Reduce Soil 
Disturbance 
During Mechanised 
Harvesting of 
Coniferous Forest 
Plantations in the UK 

M. J. Wood 
University of 
Southampton 
United Kingdom 
A. J. Moffat 
Forest Research 
United Kingdom 
P. A. Carling 
University of 
Southampton 
United Kingdom 

forest harvesting; soil compaction; 
ground 
protection; slash roads. 

14 Operational Aspects of 
Row and Selective 
Thinning in the 
Establishing of a 
Shelterwood in a 50-
Year-Old 
Norway Spruce Stand 

Kjell Suadicani1 
Tomas Nordfjell2 
Danish Centre for Forest, 
Landscape and Planning 
Denmark 

Denmark, extraction, forwarder, 
harvesting, 
Picea abies, productivity, row 
thinning, selective 
thinning, single-grip harvester, 
stemdamages, 
stem-injuries, time study 

14 Productivity and Costs of 
Thinning 
Harvesters and Harvester-
Forwarders 

Matti Sirén 
Hannu Aaltio 
Finnish Forest Research 
Institute 
Vantaa, Finland 

Thinnings, harvester, harvester-
forwarder, 
productivity, harvesting costs, 
Pinus 
sylvestris, Picea abies, Betula, 
Finland 

14 Set-up of Access 
Corridors in Thickets: 
A Comparison of Two 
Mulching Processes 

Joachim Hamberger 
Technical University of 
Munich 
Germany 

GPS, Mahler-Unifant, Broyeur-
Forestier, 
Navigation, WaldNAV, brush 
cutting, row 
thinning, Germany, Fagus 

14 Effects of Tong Shapes 
on 
Hydraulic Log Grapple’s 
Performance 
in Loading and 
Unloading Operations 

Jingxin Wang 
West Virginia University 
Morgantown, WV USA 

Tong shape, log grapple, log yard, 
logging, 
forest operations 

14 Factors Affecting the 
Accuracy 
of Weighbridge Systems 

Hamish Marshall 
GlenMurphy 
Oregon State University 
Corvallis, USA 

truck-scale, weigh-scaling, 
weighbridge errors, 
forestry, accuracy 
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14 The Economic Potential 
For Optimal 
Destination of 
Roundwood in North 
Sweden 
– Effects of Planning 
Horizon and 
Delivery Precision 

Anton Bergdahl 
Korsnäs, AB 
Anders Örtendahl 
StoraEnso,AB 
Dag Fjeld 
Swedish University of 
Agricultural Sciences 
Sweden 

transport output, net revenue, 
optimization, 
planning horizon, delivery 
precision, forest, 
roundwood 

14 Setting Analyst: 
An Operational Harvest 
Planning Tool 

Olivier R.M. Halleux 
F & W Forestry Services 
Albany, GA, USA 
W. Dale Greene 
University of Georgia 
Athens, GA, USA 

Operational harvest planning, 
GIS, average 
skidding distances, site 
disturbance 

17 A Vote-Based Computer 
System for 
Stand Management 
Planning 

Teijo Palander 
Sanna Laukkanen 
University of Joensuu 
Joensuu, Finland 

timber harvesting system, 
harvesting scheduling, 
local contractors, logging damage, 
environmental conservation, 
recreation, 
multi-criteria decision support 

17 Estimating the Capital 
Recovery Costs of 
Alternative Patch 
Retention Treatments in 
Eastern Hardwoods 

Chris LeDoux 
USDA Forest Service 
Morgantown, WV USA 
Andrew Whitman 
Manomet Center for 
Conservation Sciences 
Brunswick, ME USA 

capital recovery costs, patch 
retention, eastern 
hardwoods, logging systems, 
simulation, 
opportunity cost, economics, 
present net 
worth 

17 Unused Logging 
Production Capacity in 
Northern New England, 
USA 

Andrew Egan 
Université Laval 
Quebec, Canada 
Isaac Annis 
Vermont, USA 
W. Dale Greene 
University of Georgia 
Georgia, USA 
Cornelis de Hoop 
Louisiana State 
University 
Louisiana, USA 
Jefferson Mayo 
RMK Timberland Group 
Georgia, USA 

Unused logging production 
capacity, mail 
survey, northern New England 
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17 Synthetic Rope End 
Connections 
For Use In Timber 
Harvesting 

Joel Hartter 
University of Florida 
Florida, USA 
John Garland 
Oregon State University 
Oregon, USA 

synthetic rope, timber harvesting, 
logging, 
ultra-high molecular weight 
polyethylene, 
end connections, steel wire rope 

17 The Taringatura Study: 
The Effects of 
Harvest Machine Traffic 
and Tillage on a 
Forest Soil in New 
Zealand 

Matthew J. Wood 
Forestry Tasmania 
Tasmania, Australia 
Robert A. Douglas 
Roger Sands 
University of Canterbury 
Christchurch, New 
Zealand 

soil disturbance, compaction, 
density, water 
content, cone penetration tests, 
Shelby 
tubes, nuclear testing, Proctor 
moisture/density 
test 

17 Optimization of Road 
Spacing for Log 
Length Shovel Logging 
on Gentle Terrain 

John Sessions 
Kevin Boston 
Oregon State University 
Oregon, USA 

Harvest planning, log 
transportation, harvesting 
costs 

17 Effects of Slash, Machine 
Passes, and 
Soil Moisture on 
Penetration Resistance 
in a Cut-to-length 
Harvesting 

Han-Sup Han 
University of Idaho 
Idaho, USA 
Debbie Page-Dumroese 
USDA Forest Service 
Idaho, USA 
Sang-Kyun Han 
University of Idaho 
Idaho, USA 
Joanne Tirocke 
USDA Forest Service 
Idaho, USA 

soil compaction, site productivity, 
soil disturbance, 
mechanized harvesting 

17 The Effect of Calibration 
on the Accuracy 
of Harvester 
Measurements 

Maarten Nieuwenhuis 
Tadhg Dooley 
University College Dublin 
Dublin, Ireland 

Harvesters, calibration, 
measurement 
accuracy, log length, log volume 

17 Finding Optimal Routes 
for Harvesting Tree 
Access 

N. Picard 
L. Gazull 
V. Freycon 
CIRAD 
Montpellier Cedex 5, 
France 

Road, heuristic, optimization, 
shortest path, 
network, building cost 
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17 The Analytic Hierarchy 
Process: 
A Tutorial for Use in 
Prioritizing Forest 
Road Investments to 
Minimize 
Environmental Effects 

Elizabeth Dodson Coulter 
University of Montana 
Montana, USA 
James Coakley 
John Sessions 
Oregon State University 
Oregon, USA 

Analytic Hierarchy Process, low 
volume 
roads, forest roads, road 
maintenance 

17 Cable Corridor 
Installation Times For 
European Yarders 

Karl Stampfer 
University of Natural 
Resources and 
Applied Life Sciences 
Vienna, Austria 
Rien Visser 
Virginia Tech 
Virginia, USA 
Christian Kanzian 
University of Natural 
Resources and 
Applied Life Sciences 
Vienna, Austria 

Cable yarding, installation, set-up, 
intermediate support, steep terrain 
harvesting 

23 Forests for Energy: Can 
Productivity Be 
Sustained? 
An Overview and 
Personal Perspective 

Robert F. Powers (USA) forest bioenergy, sustained 
productivity, forest fuels, organic 
carbon, soil, LTSP 

23 Long-Term Site 
Preparation Effects on 
Volcanic Ash Forest 
Soils and Douglas-Fir 

Mark Kimsey 
David Roché                      
(USA) 

Site preparation, soil disturbance, 
volcanic ash, Douglas-fir 
productivity, nutrition 

23 New Holland Forage 
Harvester’s Productivity 
in 
Short Rotation Coppice: 
Evaluation of Field 
Studies 
from a German 
Perspective 

Janine Schweier 
Gero Becker 

Short rotation coppice (SRC), 
harvest operation, productivity, 
forage harvester, New Holland, 
cutting head 130 FB 

23 Provincial Government 
Standards, Criteria, and 
Indicators for Sustainable 
Harvest of Forest 
Biomass in British 
Columbia: Soil and 
Biodiversity 

Shannon M. Berch 
Chuck Bulmer 
Mike Curran 
Maija Finvers 
Brian Titus                  
(Canada) 

regulations, soil conservation, 
biodiversity, forest biomass 
harvesting, mountain pine beetle 
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23 Opportunities and 
Challenges in the 
Emerging Bioenergy 
Business: 
The Case of the Finnish 
Sawmill Industry 

Minli Wan* 
Katja Lähtinen 
Anne Toppinen* 
Matti Toivio                                                   
(Finland) 

opportunities, challenges, 
bioenergy, Finnish sawmill 
industry 

23 Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions, Energy Use, 
and Costs—Case Studies 
of Wood Fuel Supply 
Chains in Scandinavia 

Clara Valente 
Bengt Gunnar Hillring 
Birger Solberg          
(Norway) 

bioenergy, LCA, mountain 
forests, Norway, supply chains, 
Sweden 

23 The Economic Viability 
of Wood Energy 
Conversion 
Technologies in Germany 

Matthias Edel 
Daniela Thraen           
(Germany) 

bioenergy, competition, wood 
demand, wood supply, ceiling 
price 
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Appendix 2 Interview questions 
 

To first editor 

 

Roll as editor 

Can you tell me a bit about the nature of your career when you became editor of the journal? (eg 
which university – what career stage?) 

Can you say a little about the background to why you started the journal? 

What kind of a need did you consider that the journal would fulfill? 

How long were you editor for? 

Niche in journal market 

What kind of a niche did you want the journal to have when you took over? 

What kind of a niche in the journal market would you say it occupies today? 

Readership 

What readership did you ideally want to reach? 

Did you have a good feeling for who the readers actually were in the beginning?  

Who do you think the readers are now? 

Contributors and contributions 

When you started the journal, who  - in an ideal world – did you want to see contribute to the journal? 

Who were the actual contributors at the beginning?  (Was it a network of researchers who met at 
conferences etc. so that the journal gave them a formal way of communicating?) 

How did this change over the course of your editorship? 

Were you satisfied with the amount and quality of the contributions?   

Article content - Topics 

During your time as editor, what article subjects would you say were popular to write about?  

How did this change during your editorship? 

Were there topics you would have liked to have seen covered more than they were? 

Quality assurance 

How did you ensure the quality of the articles during your editorship? 

Would you have called the journal a peer reviewed journal at the time? 
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Funding 

What business model did the journal have during your editorship?  (How was it funded? Were you 
yourself recompensed for your editing work? Was it subsidized – how? Publisher?)  

Why did you choose that particular model? 

Hand over 

How did you come to the decision to hand over the editorship – were you involved in selecting the 
next editor? 

And finally  

What were your main expectations for the journal at the time you started it? 

Did you feel that these expectations were met? 

How would you describe the journal today? 

 

Roll as editor (following years) 

Background 

Can you tell me a bit about the nature of your career when you became editor of the journal? (Eg 
which university – what career stage?) 

When did you become editor of the journal – and how long were you editor? 

How did you come to be editor?  (Eg were you asked? Did you apply, were you an important 
contributor to the journal before?) 

Preconceptions about the journal when took over 

What preconceptions about the journal did you have when you took over as editor?   

Were these preconceptions confirmed? 

Niche in journal market 

What kind of a niche did/do you want the journal to have when you took over? 

What kind of a niche in the journal market would you say it occupies today? 

Readership 

What readership did/do you ideally want to reach? 

Did/do you have a good feeling for who the readers actually were?  

Who do you think are the readers now? 
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Contributors 

And who - in an ideal world – did you want to see contribute to the journal when you took over as 
editor? 

Who were/are the actual contributors?  (Was it a network of researchers who met at conferences etc. 
so that the journal gave them a formal way of communicating?) 

How did/has this change over the course of your editorship? 

Were you satisfied with the amount and quality of the contributions?   

Article content - Topics 

During your time as editor, what article subjects would you say were/are popular to write about?  

How did/has this change(d) during your editorship? 

Were/are there topics you would have liked to have seen covered more than they were? 

Quality assurance 

When you took over the editorship – how did/will you ensure the quality of the contributions during 
your editorship? 

Would you have called the journal a peer reviewed journal at the time/now? 

Funding 

What business model did the journal have during your editorship/ when you took over?  (How was it 
funded? Were you yourself recompensed for your editing work? Was it subsidized – how? Publisher?)  

Hand over 

How did you come to the decision to hand over the editorship – were you involved in selecting the 
next editor? 

Current editor: If you where to step down, would you want to be involved in the selection process for 
the next editor? 

And finally…  

What were/are your main expectations for the journal at the time of your editorship? 

Did you feel that these expectations were met? 

How would you describe the journal today? 
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Appendix 3 
 

International journal of forest engineering: all 

Query date: 2013-01-27 

Papers: 331 

Citations: 2015 

Years: 25 

Cites/year: 80.60 

Cites/paper: 6.09/3.0/0 (mean/median/mode) 

Cites/author: 1188.94 

Papers/author: 191.98 

Authors/paper: 2.23/2.0/1 (mean/median/mode) 

h-index: 22 

g-index: 28 

e-index: 13.71 

hc-index: 9 

hI-index: 12.10 

hI,norm: 16 

hm-index: 18.17 

AW-index: 12.58 

AWCR: 158.33 

AWCRpA: 85.62 

 

Hirsch a=4.16, m=0.88 

Contemporary ac=7.81 

 

104 paper(s) with 1 author(s) 

99 paper(s) with 2 author(s) 

79 paper(s) with 3 author(s) 

47 paper(s) with 4 author(s) 

2 paper(s) with 5 author(s) 

 

Croatian journal of forest engineering: all 

Query date: 2013-01-27 

Papers: 207 

Citations: 376 

Years: 9 

Cites/year: 41.78 

Cites/paper: 1.82/0.0/0 (mean/median/mode) 

Cites/author: 155.27 

Papers/author: 81.28 

Authors/paper: 3.18/3.0/4 (mean/median/mode) 

h-index: 9 

g-index: 12 

e-index: 7.28 

hc-index: 6 

hI-index: 2.70 

hI,norm: 5 

hm-index: 6.85 

AW-index: 8.08 

AWCR: 65.34 

AWCRpA: 26.18 

 

Hirsch a=4.64, m=1.00 

Contemporary ac=7.25 

 

21 paper(s) with 1 author(s) 

45 paper(s) with 2 author(s) 

52 paper(s) with 3 author(s) 

53 paper(s) with 4 author(s) 

36 paper(s) with 5 author(s) 

 


