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The editorial process of Archivos de Zootecnia during 2015 is reported below. A total of
345 manuscripts coming from 24 countries, mainly from Brazil (almost 70 %), were received.
Consequently, the most frequently used language in the manuscripts was Portuguese, followed
by Spanish and English. 71 works were published in 2015: 54 articles, 13 short notes and
4 reviews. Published writings came from 15 countries. The two main topics the articles were
about were Feeding and food (n= 36, 40%) and Breeding and genetics (n= 19, 21.1%);
while the most frequent species the works dealt with was cattle (n= 24, 26.67 %). Editorial
times between the reception and publication of the manuscripts have comparatively improved
according to the results showed in previous years' reports.
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El proceso editorial de Archivos de Zootecnia durante el 2015 se muestra a continua-
cién. Se recibieron un total de 345 manuscritos procedentes de 24 paises, siendo Brasil el
pais que ha contribuido en mayor medida (casi el 70%). Consecuentemente, el lenguaje més
usado en los trabajos fue el portugués, seguido del espafiol y el inglés. En 2015 se editaron
un total de 71 publicaciones: 54 articulos, 13 notas breves y 4 revisiones. Los trabajos
procedian de 15 paises. Los principales temas objeto de publicacién fueron Alimentacién y
Alimentos (n= 36, 40%) y Razas y Genética (n= 19, 21,1 %); mientras que la principal espe-
cie sobre la que se publicé fue la especie bovina (n= 24, 26,67 %). Los tiempos editoriales
entre la recepcién y publicacién de los trabajos han mejorado con respecto a los dltimos
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INTRODUCTION

First of all, we would like to thank all of our re-
viewers for their work in 2015. During the 2015 year
cycle the changes started in the previous year conti-
nued. On the one hand, efforts have been made in or-
der to continue decreasing the current editorial times.
On the other hand, the editorial board of the journal
has been increased to include language editorial re-
viewers, which will be in charge of the revision of the
manuscripts before their publication. This will bolster
the best possible use of the different languages the
works may be published in, and which are allowed to
be used by the editorial board of the journal, providing
the documents with a greater quality. The platform
change that has been carried out in order to start using
Open Journal Systems (OJS) has significantly delayed
publishing, but the management board of the journal

is working in order to make such change easier and
to speed up the whole process as a mean to update
and make the different journal publishing tasks easier.
Such events will simultaneously mean changes on the
publishing regulations of the journal, as well as on the
idiosyncrasies of the internal work.

SUBMISSIONS

During 2015, a total of 345 manuscripts were recei-
ved, with 265 classified as articles, 21 as short commu-
nications and 57 were reviews. The quantity of ma-
nuscripts submitted as original articles, short commu-
nications and reviews has increased when compared
to the results from the previous year (Nogales Baena,
Arando Arbulu, Delgado Bermejo, Lopez de Busta-
mante y Gémez Castro, 2015). Manuscript numbers
are continuously increasing, and have almost reached

Arch. Zootec. 65 (249): 1-6. 2016.



NOGALES, ARANDO, NAVAS, BARONA, DELGADO, LOPEZ DE BUSTAMANTE AND GOMEZ

200
180
160
140
120
100

o8 8838

French

English

@ Received articles [ Recerved short notes

Italian

[ Received reviews

Portuguese Spanish

[ Receirved papers

Figure 1. Language used in the manuscripts received during 2015 (Idioma empleado en los manuscritos recibidos durante 2015).

Table I. Origin (%) of the authors of manuscripts re-
ceived and published during 2015 (Origen (%) de los au-
tores de los manuscritos recibidos y publicados durante 2015).

Received Published

Country A SN R P A SN R P
Algeria 2.3 - - 18 3.2 - - 25
Argentina 3.1 - - 24 32 - - 25
Benin 0.7 - 20 08 - - - -
Brazil 68.0 70.0 96.9 722 60.7 483 944 60.3
Chile 1.3 83 - 16 07 - - 06
Colombia 27 42 12 26 84 83 - 0
Croatia 0.5 - - 04 - - - -
Cuba 1.8 - - 14 - 10.0 - 17
Ecuador 20 5.0 - 19 07 - - 06
Slovakia 0.4 - - 03 18 - - 14
Spain 23 58 - 22 70 67 56 6.9
Guatemala 0.3 - - 02 - - - -
Indonesia 0.3 - - 02 - - - -
Iran 0.1 - - 01 21 - - 17
Italy 0.6 - - 05 - - - -
Mexico 4.8 - - 38 28 50 - 30
Nigeria 7.2 - - 57 56 167 - 72
Peru 0.4 - - 03 - 50 - 08
Portugal 11 4.2 - 11 1.1 - - 08
Senegal 0.3 - - 02 - - - -
Syria 0.2 - - 02 - - -

Tunisia - 25 - 02 - - - -
Venezuela - - - - 28 - - 22

A= Articles SN= Short notes; R= Reviews; P= Papers.

the results obtained in 2012 (Gémez Castro, Lopez de
Bustamante, Perea Mufoz y Arcos Castejon, 2013).The
manuscripts were received in five different languages,
i.e., Portuguese, Spanish, English, French and Italian.
Acceptance rates were not equivalent for all languages,
nor for authors’ countries. Portuguese was used in the
55.39 % of the documents, and was the most frequently
used language. Comparing this fact to the origin of the
authors, the results showed most of them were from
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countries where Portuguese is the official language.
English was the second language (23.62%), followed
by Spanish (18.37%). This results contrast the figures
from 2014 (Nogales Baena et al., 2015), when the Spa-
nish language reached the second position pushing
English to the third position. The journal continues to
make efforts so as to help improve papers with high
scientific quality that are submitted from countries
in which cultural and organizational difficulties may
exist. This effort allows these submissions to reach
a standard that is more consistent and matches the
scientific community’s standards. Submitted manus-
cripts have been classified according to their original
language in figure 1.

When assessing the author’s origin, Brazilians were
the most frequent senders, but their number decreased
when compared to the results showed by the previous
report (Nogales Baena et al., 2015). The authors’ origin
of the rest of the papers was unequally shared among
the 22 countries related in table I. Apart from Brazil the
only country which was able to reach 5% was Nigeria.

Figure 2 presents the manuscripts classified accor-
ding to their topics. Of the received manuscripts, more
than 40 % concerned Feeding and Food with a much hig-
her percentage than the rest of the topics. The second
and third most frequent topics were Products (9.91 %)
and Breeding and Genetics (9.33 %), which percentages
have inversely changed in order when compared to the
results obtained in 2014.

PUBLISHED DOCUMENTS

In 2015, a total of 71 research documents were pu-
blished with a total of 496 edited pages as shown in
figures 3 and 4. The documents published included 54
papers, 13 short communications and 4 reviews.

This translates into a decrease of 20 % in the papers
published, and of almost 50 % in the number of pages,
which contrasts the results obtained in 2014. When
thoroughly assessing the details of the obtained data,
it can be ensured that although there has not been an
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Figure 2. Topics covered in manuscripts received during 2015 (Temas tratados en los manuscritos recibidos durante 2015).
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Figure 5. Language used in the manuscripts pub-
lished during 2015 (Idioma empleado en los manuscritos pub-
licados en 2015).

Table II. Topics dealt with in manuscripts received
and published during 2015 (Temas tratados en los manu-
scritos recibidos y publicados durante 2015).

A SN R P
Animal behavior and welfare 3 3
Breeding and genetic 9 3 1 13
Economy and management 4 1 5
Environment
Farming systems 1 1
Feeding and foods 20 6 1 27
Growth 3 1 4
Health 7 1 1 9
Production techniques 3 3
Reproduction 2 2
Products 2 1 3

A= Articles; SN= Short notes; R= Reviews; P= Papers.

Table III. Species or group of species studied in man-
uscripts published during 2015 (Especies o grupos de es-
pecies estudiados en los manuscritos publicados durante 2015).

A SN R Total
Bovine 16 1 17
Ovine 8 3 1
Caprine 5 5
Porcine 1 1
Equine 2 1 3
Poultry 9 1 10
Rabbits 1 1 2
Beekeeping 1 1
Aquaculture 4 4
Alternative species 1 6 7
Nonspecific 6 3 1 10

A= Articles; SN= Short notes; R= Reviews.

important decrease in the number of articles that were
eventually published, the number of short notes and
reviews has suffered a great reduction, with only 13
and 4 respectively, which relates to the number of short
notes and reviews published during the previous year,
which was 19 and 13 respectively (Nogales Baena et
al., 2015).

Published manuscripts were written in four diffe-
rent languages (figure 5), with Portuguese the most

Archivos de zootecnia vol. 65, niim. 249, p. 4.

frequent one (42.25%). Contrasting the results from
the previous year, the use of English increased until it
reached the same level as Spanish (19 papers in each
language, 26.76% out of the total of papers published).
This result confirms the advance of the use of English
for the works in the journal.

According to the topics (table II), published docu-
ments showed a distribution which was similar to the
one showed by received documents. The most frequent
dealt with Feeding and Food (38.03 %), followed by those
which were about Breeding and Genetics, and Health,
showing percentages of an 18.31% and a 12.68 %, res-
pectively.

From a different point of view, a classification of the
documents was carried out taking the species or the
group of species which the research focused on into
account (table III). Cattle were specifically studied in
17 documents, which makes 23.94% out of the total
amount of works. Cattle were also the species which
the papers more frequently dealt with, within the Ar-
chivos de Zootecnia journal as shown in the previous
report. 10 documents were not species- specific, 11 fo-
cused on sheep, and 10 on poultry, which were the two
most-studied species after bovines in the journal. This
is identical to what happened during the previous year.

The percentage of manuscripts accepted for publi-
cation in 2014 was approximately 32 %. Forty-four per-
cent from documents in English and 40 % from those in
Spanish were accepted. The number of accepted docu-
ments in Portuguese decreased to 25 %. Nevertheless,
the percentage of accepted short communications in
Portuguese was the highest, 89 %.

EDITORIAL TIMING

Each manuscript submitted to Archivos de Zootecnia
is first reviewed by the members of the Editorial Board
and Advisory Council. Subsequently, the Editorial
Board analyzes each submitted manuscript at its ple-
nary session and decides whether it must be reviewed
(in which case at least two, and up to four reviewers,
are assigned) or rejected.

Reviewers are chosen from a repertoire of 2091 re-
nowned international experts. During 2015, 135 refe-
rees from 14 different countries have participated in
the reviewing process of the received manuscripts.
The mean editorial times during 2015 are reported in
table I'V.

Table IV. Editorial timing during 2015 (meanz+stan-
dard deviation) (Tiempos editoriales durante 2015; media+des-
viacién tipica).

R-A A-P R-P
Articles 223.87+108.97 81.80+31.11 305.67+112.16
Shortnotes  196.54£100.47 90.69+38.89 287.23+103.34
Reviews 132.50£3.00  99.25+44.69 231.75+46.51
Total 213.72+105.98 84.41+33.21 298.13+108.47

R-A= Reception-Acceptation; A-P= Acceptation-Publication;
R-P= Reception-Publication.
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Figure 6. Editorial timing (reception-publishing) over the last years (Tiempos editoriales, recepcién-publicacion, durante

los ultimos afios).

The average time between reception and acceptance
was 214+106 days, while the average time between
acceptance and publication was 84+33 days. The to-
tal days from reception to publication were 298+108.
This results can be considered to be quite positive, in
contrast with the ones deduced from previous year’s
editorial reports (Gémez Castro, Lépez de Bustamante,
Perea Muiioz y Arcos Castejon, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012;
Goémez Castro et al., 2013; Nogales Baena et al., 2015).

The decrease in the editorial timing, already been
mentioned in the previous report, has improved even
more during 2015. The existing time between the recep-
tion and acceptance of the papers has had an average
reduction of 80 days, which also reduced to an average
of 60 days in the case of the time between the acceptan-
ce and publishing of such papers. The total day count,
considering both periods; i.e., the time between the re-
ception of a work and its publishing decreased by more
than 130 days. The changes in publishing time can be
observed in the chart in figure 6. These data proves the
changes implemented on working methodology were
effective as had been predicted in advance.

Editorial times have significantly improved. Since
2012 Archivos de Zootecnia has only been available in
electronic format. In addition, in 2014, a new team
was engaged in the composition of the journal. Both
changes have helped to overcome some of the pro-
blems which had increased the time for publication in
previous periods.

Archivos de Zootecnia is included in a large number
of directories, but the editorial committee’s purpose is
to increase that number in the coming years, in order to
spread the journal as widely as possible. In this context,
it may be noted that the website has received more
than 3750000 page views, while at the end of 2011 the
number of visits was 2300000.

IMPACT FACTOR

Archivos de Zootecnia achieved an impact factor of
0.23 in the report of SCImago Journal Rank (SJR) in
2014, what means the journal is still located in the third
quartile for the fifth year in a row.

Table IV and V. Impact factor evolution from 2009
until the previous periodo editorial 2014 (SCImago-
Lab, 2016) (Evolucién del indice de impacto de 2009 hasta el
pasado periodo editorial en 2014 (SCImagoLab, 2016)).

Quartile (Q1 means highest values
and Q4 lowest values)

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

Category

Animal Science and Zoology m m ‘ _‘ _‘ ‘

Indicators

SJR 0.134 0.16 0.274 0.223 0.252 0.23
Total documents 79 58 129 55 72 55
Total documents (3 years) 73 152 210 266 242 256
Total references 1385 1261 2665 1397 1584 1370

Total cites (3 years) 15 36 65 82 64 59
Self cites (3 years) 0 1 13 6 4 6
Citable cocuments (3years) 72 150 206 257 229 236
Cites / Document (4 years) 0.21 0.24 0.32 04 0.35 0.28

Cites / Document (3 years) 0.21 0.24 0.32 0.32 0.28 0.25
Cites / Document (2 years) 0.21 0.24 0.32 0.26 0.27 0.14

References / Document 17.53 21.74 20.66 25.4 22 2491
Cited documents 15 29 47 63 47 41
Uncited documents 58 123 163 203 195 215
% International collabora-

) 7.59 12.07 10.85 12.73 5.56 7.27
tion

0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
e QJR == Cites / Document (2vears)
Figure 7. Impact factor evolution from 2009 until the
previous periodo editorial 2014 (ScimagoLab, 2016)

(Evolucion del indice de impacto de 2009 hasta el pasado periodo
editorial en 2014 (ScimagoLab, 2016)).
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CONCLUSIONS

The main objective of Archivos de Zootecnia is to
reflect the academic activities of the world of animal
production and zootechny, as well as to attract the best
publications, both articles and short notes, and reviews
within the fields it deals with. It also aims to attract
attention to emerging fields or questions based on the
focus provided by themed sections, with an internatio-
nal scope in order to increase the existing worldwide
knowledge, as it has continued doing it since it was
founded in 1952.
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