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Faktor-faktor apakah yang
menentukan kualitas suatu
lurnal ilmiah?

(Materi manajemen jurnal)
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Penentu > Dasar yang dapat digunakan:

kU 3 | |ta S Principles of Transparency and Best Practice in Scholarly
Publishing (oleh COPE/DOAJ/OASPA/WAME)

I U rnal https://doaj.org/bestpractice
IImiah

Code of Conduct for Journal Publishers (oleh COPE)

http://publicationethics.org/files/Code%200f %20conduct%20for%20pub
lishers%20FINAL_1_0.pdf

Code of Conduct and Best Practice Guidelines for Journal

Editors(oleh COPE)
http://publicationethics.org/files/Code %200f %20Conduct.pdf

Best Practice Guidelines on Publishing Ethics: A
Publisher’s Perspective (oleh Wiley berdasarkan COPE)

https://authorservices.wiley.com/asset/Best-Practice-Guidelines-on-
Publishing-Ethics-2ed.pdf



https://doaj.org/bestpractice
http://publicationethics.org/files/Code of conduct for publishers FINAL_1_0.pdf
http://publicationethics.org/files/Code of Conduct.pdf
https://authorservices.wiley.com/asset/Best-Practice-Guidelines-on-Publishing-Ethics-2ed.pdf

PRINCIPLES OF TRANSPARENCY

& Best Practice in Scholarly Publishing

Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), the Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ), the Open Access Scholarly
Publishers Assoclation {OASPA), and the World Association of Medical Editors (WAME) are scholary organizations.
All have seen increases in the number, and range in quality, of membership applications. Our organizations have
coliaborated to identify Principles of Tra & Best Pra for Thase form
the basis of the ariteria by which sutabdity for membership is assessed by COPE, DOAJ and OASPA, and part of the
criteria on which membership applcations are evaluated by WAME.

publicationethics.org doaj.org oaspa.org wame.org

in the event that a member organization is found to have vickiod these best practioes, or other specific requiremants
of the arganization, OASPAVDOAJ/COPE/WAME shall In the first instance try to work with them in order to address

any concerns that have been raised. In the event that the member organization is unable or unwilling 1o address these
conoems, thelr membership in the organization may be suspended or terminated. Al of the mamber organizations have
procedures for dealing with concerns raised about member joumnals.
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Lalu, faktor-faktor apakah yang
menentukan kualitas suatu
artikel ilmiah?




Kualitas
IImiah
suatu
artikel

jurnal

> Ditentukan oleh standar yang sudah
menjadi konsensus global, antara
lain:
[] Kebaruan.
1 Kontribusi terhadap keilmuan.
[J Metodologi yang kuat (robust) dan etis.

[1 Analisis dan interpretasi data yang logis
dan koheren.



Kualitas
IImiah
suatu

: > Standar tersebut dikontrol melalui
artikel proses peer review, aturan penulisan
jurnal artikel, dan disuport oleh etika
publikasi(dan penanganan malpraktik).




Kualitas
IImiah
suatu
artikel

jurnal

> Manajemen jurnal ilmiah harus memiliki
prasarana tersebut.

[7 Jurnal ilmiah yang baik, prasarana
tersebut harus spesifik dan rinci.

> Pengontrolannya dalam bentuk proses
editorial.



Proses

) ) > Merupakan proses yang dilalui suatu
editorial manuskrip dari tahap submisi hingga
keputusan final.

> Alur standar:
[] Pengecekan awal
[1 Evaluasi oleh dewan editor
[] Review substantif oleh reviewer

[1 Keputusan




Pengecekan awal
(initial check)

©



Komponen > Ketaatan pada kebijakan editorial,

pengecekan umumnya meliputi:
awal

1 Kecocokan focus dan scope
1 Authorship

1 Competing interests

1 Plagiarism

1 Ethics approval

1 Aturan penulisan manuskrip




Aturan penulisan manuskrip

13



Aturan > Dituangkan dalam bentuk author

penulisan guidelines atau instruction for
manuskrip author.

> Jurnal yang bagus mempunyai
instruksi yang rinci dan mencakup
semua hal teknis yang biasanya
ditemui dalam bidang ilmu jurnal
tersebut.




Author
guidelines > Setiap jurnal mempunyai gaya dan
kebutuhan yang berbeda-beda.

1 Tingkat kerumitan berbeda untuk
bidang yang berbeda.

1 Maka: jangan meniru mentah-
mentah guidelines jurnal lainnya!




Peran
author
guidelines
dalam

manajemen

> Adanya guidelines yang rinci akan
menguntungkan pengelola, karena:
[1 Menjamin ketaatan pada kebijakan jurnal,
[1 Mempermudah evaluasi manuskrip,
[1 Mempermudah proses typesetting,

[1 Mengefisienkan waktu handling manuskrip.



Peran
author
guidelines
dalam

Indeksasi

> Merupakan salah satu faktor penting
yang dinilai dalam proses indeksasi
internasional.

[ Guidelines yang rinci adalah salah satu
indikasi proses editorial yang kuat.

7 Bisa(dan pernah) menjadi dasar
penolakan oleh Scopus.

Catatan: Kualitas Author Guidelines merupakan salah satu faktor
yang menjadi alasan diterimanya IJBiotech ke dalam Scopus.
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Komponen > Contoh komponen yang penting untuk
dimasukkan:

[] Cara menstruktur manuskrip.

author
guidelines

[] Batasan jumlah kata (abstrak, judul, total naskah).

[] Aturan penulisan istilah teknis dalam bidang ilmu
jurnal.

[] Jumlah maksimal gambar atau tabel.
[] Spesifikasi gambar dan tabel, dan cara
merujuknya.

[] Daftar dokumen yang perlu dikirimkan, format,
dan spesifikasi lainnya.




Komponen
author > Hindari!

gUide/meS [7 Fokus pada hal superfisial, seperti
ukuran kertas, margin, font dan spasi.

[7 Menggunakan jumlah halaman sebagai
batasan panjang naskah.

[1 Memberikan informasi yang tidak relevan
dengan penyusunan manuskrip.




Author
guidelines > Singkatnya:

1 Author guidelines harus serinci
mungkin untuk memandu penulis
dalam menyusun manuskripnya,

[ Tetapijuga harus seringkas dan
sejelas mungkin sehingga tidak
membuat frustrasi calon kontributor.




Guidelines > Author guidelines tidak sama dengan

VS article template!

1 Author guidelines wajib ada, article
template tidak.

1 Template bisa, tapi tidak harus,
mengandung author guidelines.

1 Template sudah banyak dibebaskan

oleh penerbit besar.

Contoh: Your paper your way - Elsevier;
|JBiotech.

lemplate




Review substantif



> Metode peerreview apapun yang dipakai,
harus disertai dengan panduan yang jelas
bagi reviewer!

Tahap
review
SUbStanS.I [ Memastikan proses yang obyektif,
manuskrlp terbakukan, dan sesuai etika.

> Hasil review yang tidak sesuai dengan
panduan harus dianulir.

> Jangan lupa bahwa keputusan akhir
diterima atau tidaknya naskah berada di
tangan editor.




Contoh Reviewer Guidelines (IJBiotech)

Reviewer Guidelines

All papers submitted to LiBlotechundergo a rigorous peer-review to ensure
that they not only fit into the journal's scope but are of sufficient academic
quality and novelty to appeal to our readers. As a reviewer, you will be required
to uphold this standard

These guidelines will help you understand your responsibilities as a reviewer, as
| as your ethical obligations to both the journal and the authors. You will
also be introduced to what you should be looking for in a manuscript. so that
your review will be consistent with others requested by the journal. This is
particularly important as all articles submitted to L/Biotechshould be evaluated on the same playing field.

& Download reviewer guide

Your responsibilities as a reviewer

As a reviewer, you will be responsible for reading the manuscript and evaluating its suitability for publication in L/Biotechalong
ith its scientific quality. You will be expected to provide constructive, impartial, unambiguous, and honest feedback to the
authors, with the purpose of encouraging them to improve thelr manuscript.

In accordance with its commitment to the development of young scientists, £/Biotech aims to see all authors who submit to the
journal—regardiess of whether they are accepted—improve both as academic writers and researchers. As such, reviewer
comments that in any way denigrate or discourage an author from re-submitting to this or another journal will not be tolerated.
Reviews should be critical but not detrimental to accurate scientific communication.

Things to consider before agreeing to review a manuscript

Before you agree to review a manuscript, you should be certain that you have the necessary expertise and time to provide a critical

evaluation of the article. You should ensure that:

« The article matches your expertise. Log into your //Biotechaccount and read the manuscript's abstract to determine
whether your field of expertise matches that of the manuscript.

 You are able to both complete the review on time and dedicate the appropriate time to conducting a thorough review. A
review should be completed within three weeks. If you do not think you can complete t iew within this timeframe,
please let the editor know. If possible, please also suggest an alternate reviewer. If you agree to review a manuscript, but
later on find yourself unable to complete it on time, please contact the editor as soon as possible.

 You have no conflict of interest. Determine whether there is any conflict of interest that may affect your impartiality in

evaluating the manuscript.If there is, you should contact the editor and immediately recuse yourself. If you were unable to

detect any conflict before agreeing to the review request. but find one during the review, simply contact the editor and
explain why you cannot continue.

Reviewer ethics

LiBiotechrelies on the impartiality and discretion of reviewers, and as a reviewer, you are entrusted with confidential material
meant solely for critical evaluation. As such, we expect you to treat all documents and correspondence refated to the review
the appropriate level of care.

Do not use any of the information therein for the advancement of your own research or to discredit another party.
Do not discuss any aspect of the manuscript with a third party.

Ensure that the information therein and details of the review process remain confidential before, during, and after
publication.

Maintain the integrity of the double-blind review process. Do not under any circumstances contact any of the authors to
discuss their manuscript

Be fair, honest, and objective in your evaluation of the manuscript.

Declare a conflict of Interest, and recuse yourself immediately if you belleve your Impartiality has been compromised

Conducting the review
1JBiotech's review procedure

IJBiotechuses an online submission and peer raview system. When a reviewer Is requested to review a paper submitted to
1Biotech, they will have a journal account created for them, through which they will be able to read the abstract and decide on

have been requested to review a paper, simply log Into your reviewer account, read the provided abstract, and Indicate
whether you agree to review It If you decline to review the manuscript, please Include the reason why, and If possible, suggest an

olternate reviewer from a similar field.

To ensure the Integrity of the peer-review process, al further correspondence will be through this system, with the rev being
given access to the full manuscript and provided with a review page to il out and submit. If you wish, you can also provide
comments directly on the manuscript file, but be sure that all comments are made anonymously and focus on the content of the

e, Nt Its layout o formatting

Basic criteria

A good review looks at both the overall quality of the manuscript and the accuracy and precision of Its detals. The former |

Informed by the latter. When evaluating a manuscript for //Biotech, look at the following aspects

* Scope. Is the manuscript within /Blotect(s scope? How Interesting will the article be to the journal's readership
 Novelty of the research. Is the article sufficlently novel and interesting? Does it add new knowledge? How original is the
earch?
* Appropriateness of the title. Does the tithe accurately represent the content
Content quality. Does the article adhere to //Blotectfs standards? Is the research question an Important one? Does the
manuscript help to expand or further current research In Its respective field?
Methodology. Is the description of the m par, ise
precise and properly conducted? How 5 erimental design
Significance of the results. Do the results have significant implications for blotechnology and/or soclety
Appropriateness of tables, figures, and/or supplomental materlal. s every figure/table necessary an
15 the supplementary material appropriate for the content
Completeness of the data. How complete are the data?
Relovance of the discussion. s the discussion relevant Lo the results and rest of the content? Have the authos

nethodology of the research

appropriately discussed ther results in the context of previ

« Appropriateness of citations/references. Are all citations accounted for? Is there an appropriate amount of citations for the
content (nelther too few nor too

« Clarity of the content. How good Is the English? Will L/Biotect/s readership have trouble understanding the content

* Adherence to L/Biotechs guidelines. Does the man
manuscript? Have tables and figures been submitted

* Adherence to correct sclentific nomenclature. Are spec
used correctly

here to the journal's guldelines, such as the structure of

es up-to-date and correctly spelled? Are technical term:

Ethical considerations

In addition to the above criterta, also pay attention to whether the manuscript contains Instances of plaglarism, Impeoper

referencing, re-publication, or fraud. Things to look for

o Plaglarism. Observe whether a portion of the manuscript has been copied from another work without giving approprlate

credit. For example, text has been copled verbatim without a clear indication that it is s quote, text has been copled but not

clted (suggesting that these are the authors’ own words/ideas), or some portion of the text has been copled without the
permission of the original author. If you find that a significant part of the manuscript has been plaglarized, please contact the
ditor as 500n as possible 50 we can take the appropriate actions

* Missing, incorrect, or Incomplote references. Al text, figures, tables, data, deas, or concepts that have been published
previousty should be clted. It is considered plaglarism for an author to present something as their own even though It is not.
regardiess of thelr intent

* Re-publication. It is against 1/Blotect's policy to publish work that has already been published elsewhere. Piease notify the

or If you find an Instance of a manuscript having been published previously (partially or fully)
o Fraud. Any part of the manuscript that Is found to be untrue should be highiighted as such. Any form of data manipulation or

tampering should be brought to the editor's attention,

Publication ethics is not limited to these four Items. If you belleve the authors have sttempted to mislead rea ringed upon s

copyright or patent, or might jeapardize the ntegrity of the journal In any other way, please contact the handling edito

The //Biotechreview form

Once you have gathered enough information to make a decision on the manuscript, log into your LiBiotech account to complete
the review. At minimum, you will be required to grade the manuscript based on the aforementioned criteria, as well as to
summarize your major findings and give your overall impression of the article. Although it is only optional, we highly encourage you
toalso take the opportunity to comment on the manuscript in more detail, and provide specific suggestions that might improve any
aspect of it.

If you have made specific comments in thy file, remember to

identify you.

them to prevent the authors from being able to

Making good comments

It'simportant to ensure that all comments are constructive and intended to better the quality of the manuscript or otherwise help
the authors understand where they went wrong. Please reconsider making comments that fall out of this purview.

Follow good commenting practices. For example:

Do ot comment on the acceptability of the manuscript, and avoid suggesting revisions as conditions for acceptance.
Provide detailed, unambiguous comments.

Be respectful and positive. Your goal should be to help the authors improve their article, by providing constructive criticism
and helpful suggestions. (Consider howyou would like your own manuscript to be reviewed.)

Highlight areas that need clarification or should be elaborated further by the authors.

Make suggestions on how the authors can improve problematic passages. How might they improve the clarity of a given
section?

You are not required to edit the authors’style or grammar, but any improvement to the clarity of the manuscript is greatly
appreciated, especially in regards to technical terms.

Highlight consistent instances of outdated or mispelled technical terminology.

Avoid making dogmatic statements. You should be able to backup your comments with proof or precedence in previous
literature.

Take care not to dismiss the manuscript, whether in its novelty, methodology, or findings.

Recommendations

Your final task as a reviewer will be to recommend that the manuscript be a) accepted as is, b) accepted with miner revisions, ¢
accepted with major revisions, d) accepted with major revisions (requiring a re-review), e) rejected but with a recommendation to
re-submit after the work is more developed, or ) outright rejected. If the manuscript s rejected, you should explain your reasons
why.

Each recommendation should be supported by the facts of the evaluation, and backed with constructive criticism. Be aware that
you are one of at least two reviewers. Even if your recommendation differs from the other reviewers' recommendations, a good
critical review will enable us to make an informed final decision on the manuscript. Also note that the final decision on the
manuscript is made by the editorial board, taking into account the recommendation of each review, and your recommendation
might not be reflected in this decision.




Komponen
minimal
reviewer
guidelines

Tanggung jawab reviewer.
Pertimbangan: ketersediaan waktu,
konflik kepentingan, kesesuaian dengan
keahlian.

Etika reviewer.

Kriteria yang di-review.

Etika penulis (mis: plagiarism, data fraud,
publikasi ganda).

Cara memberi komentar yang baik.

Cara pemberian rekomendasi ke editor.



Peran
reviewer
guidelines
dalam

Indeksasi

> Merupakan salah satu faktor
penting yang dinilai dalam proses
indeksasi internasional.
[1 Guidelines yang rinci adalah salah

satu indikasi proses editorial yang
kuat.

Catatan: Kualitas Reviewer Guidelines merupakan salah satu faktor
yang menjadi alasan diterimanya IJBiotech ke dalam Scopus.






Kredit
gambar

(urut kemunculan)

Cover: Close-up of sound mixer with buttons

(https://www.freepik.com/free-photos-vectors/music)Music photo
created by mario_luengo (www.freepik.com)

Infographic of the Principles of Transparency and Best Practice in
Scholarly Publishing (https://doaj.org/bestpractice)

End title card: Large steel factory warehouse
(https://www.freepik.com/free-photos-vectors/background)
Background photo created by evening_tao (www.freepik.com)

31



Penjaminan Kualitas Konten Jurnal limiah

©@OSO

The content of this presentationis licensed under a
Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike 4.0 International
(CC BY-NC-SA)license, attributable to Siti Nurleily Marliana.

32



