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EDITORIAL
In and Beyond This Issue

The well known founder of Faculty of 1000 (abbreviated F1000), Vitek
Tracz, has been regarded as a prophet in the journal publishing field. He predicted
in 2013 that peer-review journals in print will disappear within a decade, because
individual academic papers have gradually become direct targets of searches and
notations (such as using Digital Object Identifier). In other words, there will be
no existence of “journals” as academic publications, and journal articles will be
independently existing objects. These independently existing journal articles
might be still attached to some journal in format, but in essence they are endowed
with more space for creative publishing, and their value might be even more
highlighted through the new form of open peer review system.

Our JoEMLS has been cooperating with Airiti company since 2004 to
conduct practical analysis on the peer review system. We also worked with Airiti
to design, test, and promote the mode of online submission and review system
platform that met the needs of both the company and the academic field. We had
completed the empowerment through technology transfer, and further realized
the ideal entire-process electronic journal management system. The outcome and
effectiveness of the implementation of this platform were naturally the focus of
the academic publishing market in Taiwan then. Was such an electronic journal
editing and incorporated platform having enough market potential and worth
developing? Was the economic scale large enough to attract more business or non-
business institutes for developing such a platform? These questions had a decisive
impact on the popularity and quality of these products. Today, fourteen years after
then, many concepts and applications are different. The concepts of Open Access,
Web 2.0, Bibliometrics, and academic social media have become well-known, and
the process of traditional peer-review journals has been questioned and doubted.

In the short-term future, is it feasible to apply the new form of journal
submission and review platforms, such as F/000 Research or PubPeer, to the
field of humanities and social science (including library and information science)
journals? Will the companies of academic value-added information or database
vendors be willing to participate in the development and service of this new and
innovative mechanism of open peer review system? The key factor of realizing
this expectation relies on the test of human nature — whether we are willing to

change old habits, break through traditional limits, and accept new challenges.
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In this issue (Volume 55, Issue 1), we received only 15 manuscripts, and only
six of them had gone through the review process. Three of the six manuscripts
were accepted, with a rejection rate of 50%. The manuscripts published in this
issue include: “Faculty-Librarian Collaborative Culture and Current Development
in the Colleges and Universities in Taiwan” by Ti Yu and Chao-Chen Chen, “The
Reuse of Quantitative Data in Social Sciences in Taiwan: 2001-2015” by Chi-
Shiou Lin and Ching-Yi Lai, and “Level of Information Literacy among Upper-
Secondary School Students in Thailand and the Problems They Encounter” by
Thai scholars, Chumchit Saechan and Vorasiri Siriwipat.

With a mission of pursuing journal quality and promoting academic
communication, our Journal has been facing the problem of manuscript
insufficiency. In the future, can we rely on the new form of journal system
platform for keeping innovative publishing and changing the process of journal

editing and management? This is definitely a big challenge for us.

Jeong-Yeou Chiu
JoEMLS Chief Editor
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