
Report and acknowledgments for the year 2015

Jonathan Baron, Editor

Here is the annual report for Judgment and Decision Making. I welcome sugges-

tions and questions, including those concerning issues not mentioned here.

News

Michael Lee and Enrique Fatas have joined the board as associate editors. Shane

Frederick has joined as a consulting editors. Jean-Robert Tyran has resigned as

an associate editor (as a result of becoming a dean — the second time this has

happened).

We signed the Transparency and openness promotion (TOP) guidelines for

journals. This led to some revision of our main page, spelling out some of the

options. In some ways, we are still ahead of the recommended requirements in

ways I would like to see adopted, i.e., publication of data and materials with the

journal (hence not dependent on the whims of webmasters elsewhere), open access

with no author fees, and even frequent review of data as part of the review process.

Some good news for the long-term future of the journal is that I have decided

to accept the standing offer of the Society for Judgment and Decision Making, and

the European Association for Decision Making, to hire a part-time helper to help

translate Word files to LATEX. And Prof. Ed Merkle has also volunteered to help in

other ways. I am becoming optimistic about the possibility that the current model

for this journal — open access with no author charges — is sustainable without me

doing the production, and perhaps without some of my more idiosyncratic obses-

sions with tables and figures (so that their quality would sink to the level tolerated

by the American Psychological Association).

Data about the journal

In a study of estimated replicability of 54 psychology journals, JDM was ranked

8th, and was increasing over years. We are now approximately tied with the three

Journal of Experimental Psychology journals (General, LMC, Human Perception

and Performance). This is, I think, in part the result of increased concern about the

effect of statistical power on the interpretation of standard p-values (as discussed

in the journal’s statistical advice page). A similar policy has now been officially

adopted by Psychological Science.

I am reluctant to mention the “impact factor” because it distorts the entire pub-

lication system, leading reviewers of researchers to evaluate researchers by the

citations of other articles in the journals in which the researchers publish, with all
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sorts of ugly side effects. That said, our last impact factor (2014) from Thomp-

son was 1.521 overall (down from 2013) and 2.753 for five years (up from 2013).

By comparison, the Journal of Behavioral Decision Making (JBDM) was 2.069

overall (about the same as 2013) and 2.526 (about the same as 2013). In Google

Scholar’s “Metrics”, our 5-year h-index was 30 (unchanged). JDBM was 29 (up

1). I use JBDM as the comparison because it covers roughly the same territory, and

citations are largely determined by the number of active researchers in a field.

The rate of submissions is holding steady. For the years 2007 through 2015, the

approximate numbers of submissions per year were, respectively, 59, 77, 114, 143,

181, 216, 243, 249, and 253. The number of published articles is staying roughly

constant: approximately 46, 49, 57, 45, 40, 58, 60, 47, and 56 for the eight years

respectively (excluding special issues).

The submission rate is not as meaningful as it seems when we consider the fact

that, for the last 5 years, the number of articles rejected in one day was 9, 45, 59,

68, 128, and 110. The slight decline may be the result of additional clarification in

the journal’s site about what we publish and do not publish, although it still seems

that many authors do not read this.

Thanks

The journal depends on the help of many people. Reviewers and board members

have been extremely cooperative and prompt in processing articles. I would like

to thank everyone and hope that the quality and speed continue. The following

reviewed articles (roughly) in 2015:

Adam Alter, Adam Harris, Adrian Furnham, Aleksandr Sinayev, Alix Barasch,

Andrew Smith, Anuj Shah, Ap Dijksterhuis, Avner Ben-Ner, Ayelet Gneezy, Azim

Shariff, Ben Newell, Benjamin Auer, Benjamin Scheibehenne, Carmen Tanner,

Cass Sunstein, Charles Lackulic, Chris Hsee, Christian Thöni, Christine Harris,

Clintin Davis-Stober, Dafina Pretrova, Dan Ariely, Dan Goldstein, Dana Chesney,

Daniel Jacobson, Daniel Mochon, David Johnstone, David Rand, Derek Koehler,

Diego Fernandez-Duque, Dilip Soman, Don Moore, Dustin Calvillo, E. J. Ma-

sicampo, Eldar Shafir, Eliran Halali, Elke Weber, Emlen Metz, Enrico Rubal-

telli, Erin Krupka, Erte Xiao, Evan Weingarten, Gabriel Lenz, Gary Brase, Gavan

Fitzsimmons, Geoffrey Goodwin, Gideon Keren, Gidon Felsen, Gordon Penny-

cook, Gregory Koop, Hal Arkes, Han Bleichrodt, Jaime Napier, Jason Dana, Jeff

Rudski, Jeryl Mumpower, Joe Ripberger, John Hey, Jonathan Berman, Jongmin

Kim, Joseph Simmons, Joshua Weller, Justin Landy, Karl Halvor Teigen, Katrina

Fincher, Kenju Kamei, Kimmo Eriksson, Konstantinos Katsikopoulos, Kris Kirby,

Laurence Maloney, Lawrence Barsalou, Liane Young, Louis Putterman, Lucius

Caviola, Magda Osman, Maggie Toplak, Mandeep Dhami, Marc Scholten, Mar-
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ilyn Schapira, Marjaana Lindeman, Mayer Brezis, Michael Birnbaum, Mohamed

Al-Baity, Nick Barberis, Nigel Harvey, Ofra Amir, Ola Svenson, Oleg Urminsky,

Pascal Kieslich, Paul Dolan, Peter Ayton, Richard Larrick, Roberto Weber, Ruty

Keinan, Shane Frederick , Shaul Shalvi, Shosh Shahrabani, Shu Li, Sigrid Møyner

Hohle, Simon Kemp, Simone Moran, Theresa Kelly, Thomas Markussen, Tom

Gilovich, Tom Stewart, Tommy Gärling, Uri Simonsohn, Victoria Shaffer, Wandi

Bruine de Bruin, Wes Hutchinson, Wim De Neys, Yan Leykin, Yoel Inbar, Yoella

Bereby-Meyer, Yossi Maaravi.

Technical stuff

I remain indebted to the many writers of the open-source software that make the

production process possible and sometimes even fun: LATEX, OpenOffice, Emacs,

Firefox, Perl, Linux, R, other GNU software, and especially Writer2LaTeX (which

extracts papers from the clutches of Microsoft), and Hevea (which makes the html

versions with almost no extra effort on my part).

Recently more authors have been submitting articles in text format with LATEX

formatting, which makes it easier for me. I still have problems with authors fol-

lowing the technical guidelines for word processing documents, and I am enforcing

these more rigorously, even if it means delaying an article by two months.
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