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comprises the quarter of the journals with the highest values, Q2 (yellow) the second highest values, Q3 (orange) the third
highest values and Q4 (red) the lowest values.

Category Year Quartile
Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology (miscellaneous) 2013 Q3
Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology (miscellaneous) 2014 Q2
Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology (miscellaneous) 2015 Q2

SJR

The SJR is a size-independent prestige indicator that
ranks journals by their 'average prestige per article'. It is
based on the idea that 'all citations are not created
equal'. SJR is a measure of scienti�c in�uence of
journals that accounts for both the number of citations
received by a journal and the importance or prestige of
the journals where such citations come from It
measures the scienti�c in�uence of the average article
in a journal it expresses how central to the global

Citations per document

This indicator counts the number of citations received by
documents from a journal and divides them by the total
number of documents published in that journal. The
chart shows the evolution of the average number of
times documents published in a journal in the past two,
three and four years have been cited in the current year.
The two years line is equivalent to journal impact factor
™ (Thomson Reuters) metric.

Cites per document Year Value
Cites / Doc. (4 years) 2012 0.000
Cites / Doc. (4 years) 2013 0.465
Cites / Doc. (4 years) 2014 0.815
Cites / Doc. (4 years) 2015 1.179
Cites / Doc. (4 years) 2016 1.460
Cites / Doc. (4 years) 2017 1.939
Cites / Doc. (4 years) 2018 2.377
Cites / Doc. (3 years) 2012 0.000
Cites / Doc. (3 years) 2013 0.465
Cites / Doc. (3 years) 2014 0.815

Total Cites Self-Cites

Evolution of the total number of citations and journal's
self-citations received by a journal's published
documents during the three previous years.
Journal Self-citation is de�ned as the number of citation
from a journal citing article to articles published by the
same journal.

Cites Year Value
S lf Cit 2012 0

External Cites per Doc Cites per Doc

Evolution of the number of total citation per document
and external citation per document (i.e. journal self-
citations removed) received by a journal's published
documents during the three previous years. External
citations are calculated by subtracting the number of
self-citations from the total number of citations received
by the journal’s documents.

Cit Y V l

% International Collaboration

International Collaboration accounts for the articles that
have been produced by researchers from several
countries. The chart shows the ratio of a journal's
documents signed by researchers from more than one
country; that is including more than one country address.

Year International Collaboration
2012 21.28
2013 26 44

Citable documents Non-citable documents

Not every article in a journal is considered primary
research and therefore "citable", this chart shows the
ratio of a journal's articles including substantial research
(research articles, conference papers and reviews) in
three year windows vs. those documents other than
research articles, reviews and conference papers.

Documents Year Value
N it bl d t 2012 0

Cited documents Uncited documents

Ratio of a journal's items, grouped in three years
windows, that have been cited at least once vs. those
not cited during the following year.

Documents Year Value
Uncited documents 2012 0
Uncited documents 2013 36
Uncited documents 2014 149
Uncited documents 2015 270
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Thank you for joining the 
F1000 Research Editorial Board  

This pack provides details of our 
publishing model and processes, and 
guidance on the role of our Editorial 
Board.

Contents:

 » Your role as a member of the 
Editorial Board

 » Summary of our publishing model:

 » Types of article

 » Pre-refereeing checks

 » Refereeing process

 » Versioning

 » Citation and indexing

 » Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs)

Your role as a member of the 
Editorial Board

As an F1000 Research Editorial Board 
member, your role can be broadly 
summarized as follows:

1. To help us identify suitable referees 
for articles submitted to F1000 
Research in your area of expertise. 
If appropriate, you are also welcome 
to referee articles yourself, but there 
is no requirement to do so. As we 
are only just starting, we anticipate 
submissions will be relatively slow 
initially; in addition, our Editorial 
Board is very large, so we don’t expect 
we will require much of your time on a 
regular basis.

2. To provide advice from time to time 
regarding our pre-refereeing checks 
(details below) on articles in your 
field, and possibly other issues (that 
we have not yet foreseen) that may 
require your expert advice.

We now have over 1000 members of the 
Editorial Board and we will be putting 
up the full list on the website (http://
f1000research.com) shortly.

We also have an Advisory Panel of over 
230 members (http://f1000research.com/
advisory-panel), which was set up at the 
beginning to advise us on the publishing 
model. Once we formally launch at the 
end of 2012, we will invite the Advisory 
Panel to join the Editorial Board.
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In brief, F1000 Research will provide 
an alternative to current (and we 
believe outmoded) scientific publishing 
approaches by addressing four of the 
main issues in scholarly communication 
(see Appendix 1 for a summary diagram):

1. Unnecessary publication delays
F1000 Research submissions will be 
published immediately, following a 
brief internal review. 

2. Unattributed, ‘closed’ peer review
F1000 Research will provide a rapid, 
formal, and completely open peer 
review process, post-publication.

3. Inflexibility of article types
A wide range of research findings, 
including null/negative and 
replication/refutation findings will be 
encouraged.

4. Lack of primary data 
F1000 Research will provide a forum 
for the publication and refereeing of 
datasets, in the form of separate data 
articles.

We are inviting submissions from all areas 
of biology and medicine. F1000 Research 
will be ‘Gold’ Open Access, i.e. with 
article processing charges (APCs) that 
will be competitive with the other major 
open access publishers (details to follow 
separately). As a member of the Editorial 
Board, you will be given a discount of 
50% off the APCs. All charges will be 
waived in 2012.

We will also use the most open of the 
standard Creative Commons licences 
(CC-BY; http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/3.0/) as the default for 
submissions, which leaves copyright 
of the content with whomever was the 
copyright holder (usually the author or 
institution) and enables text mining. We 
aim to ensure that all data associated 
with the articles will be published under 
a CC0 licence (http://creativecommons.
org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/), which 
avoids problems of attribution stacking 
when combining multiple datasets for 
further analysis.

Issues addressed by our publishing model
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Types of article

F1000 Research will publish the 
following types of articles:

a. Research Articles: An article 
presenting original findings in biology 
and medicine, including the results 
of scientific research, epidemiologic 
studies, method papers and clinical 
trials. Null/negative findings and 
replication/refutation findings will also 
be encouraged. All Research Articles 
should be accompanied by their 
supporting data where possible and, 
where appropriate, the data should be 
presented as a linked Data Article.

b. Data Articles: A dataset (or set of 
datasets) together with the associated 
methods/protocol used to generate 
the data. A Data Article may be 
published as a stand-alone article, or 
in conjunction with a Research Article.

c. Case Reports: A Case Report should 
be original and expand general 
medical knowledge.

d. Commentaries/Opinion Articles: 
An opinion-based article on a topical 
issue of broad interest. 

e. Reviews: An overview of the latest 
discoveries in a particular field.

Pre-refereeing checks

All submissions to F1000 Research 
will go through a rapid initial check 
by the in-house editorial team before 
being published. Our editorial team will 
check the appropriateness of the article 
(including content, quality, tone and 
format), ensure it is intelligible and that it 
is written in good English. See Appendix 
2 for a longer list of what we’ll check.

If a submission fails our initial checks, it 
will be returned to the authors to address 
the issues, and if they are not addressed 
satisfactorily, the article will not be 
accepted. If our in-house editorial team 
have concerns but are not completely 
sure whether to accept a submission, we 
will contact a relevant member of the 
Editorial Board for advice.

Any article that passes these initial 
checks will be published and clearly 
marked as ‘awaiting peer review’ until the 
first review is provided.
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Refereeing process

We will ask a relevant member of the 
Editorial Board to suggest 3–5 potential 
referees for each article. Referees should 
be individuals who:

 » to your knowledge, have not 
collaborated with the authors in 
the past 5 years

 » are not from the authors’ own 
institution

 » are of an appropriate level of 
standing in their community but 
not so senior to be unlikely to 
undertake such refereeing

 » collectively provide a good 
international breadth to your 
choices

Initially, we will ask referees to inform us 
(within 4 days) whether the work seems 
scientifically sound. These responses 
will be displayed immediately alongside 
the article and within the article citation, 
providing a peer review status for the 
article that will be updated as new referee 
responses arrive. Referees will then be 
encouraged (either at the same time or 
soon after, but within 2 weeks) to provide 
a more detailed referee report (see 
Appendix 3), which will also be displayed 
with the article. All referee names and 
their comments will be published. See 
Appendix 4 for an example of how the 
referee status will be displayed on the 
main article page, and Appendix 5 for 
how the referee reports will be displayed.

Registered users (i.e. those we can verify 
as research scientists or clinicians) will 
also be able to comment on the article or 
on any referee report at any time.

Versioning

Authors will be strongly encouraged 
to make appropriate amendments 
suggested by the referees. The authors 
will be able to discuss any referee 
comments openly with the reviewers on 
the site. 

All versions of an article will be 
accessible, each with their own DOI 
(digital object identifier) and may be 
cited individually. The most recent version 
will be displayed as the default.  

Every article will be indexed by the 
CrossMark Identification Service™. 
CrossMark is a new service that provides 
a way of viewing the history of an 
article and any linked publications. All 
our articles will carry the CrossMark 
logo, which (when clicked on) will 
make readers aware of newer (or older) 
versions of the article, as well as of all 
referee reports and associated articles. 
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Citation and indexing 

Standard citation approaches are not 
sufficient for F1000 Research articles 
because:

 » The referee status of an article will 
change after publication

 » An article may have many versions as 
it is adapted in response to the referee 
comments it has received 

After discussion with our Advisory Panel, 
major indexing services and others, 
we have adapted the current system 
of citation to include an indication of 
the referee status and the version of an 
article.

This citation will include three additional 
elements, placed in square brackets, 
immediately after the article title (to 
avoid them being accidentally removed 
on copying):

 » Article version number

 » Details of the referee status, i.e. 
number of ‘Approved’ and ‘Not 
Approved’ referee reviews

 » A shortened hyperlink to a page that 
shows the current referee status of 
the article

Example article citation:

Smith A, Jones B 
Cellular networks controlling Th2 
polarization in allergy and immunity 
[v3; ref status: Approved 1, Not 
Approved 1, http://f1000r.es/123456]
F1000 Research 2012, 1: 23
DOI: 10.3410/f1000r.2012-23.v3

Once an article has received a minimum 
of two positive referee responses, the 
article will be indexed – currently in 
Scopus, Embase and Google Scholar – 
and the status of the article will change 
to ‘Indexed’ (see example below). We are 
working closely with Web of Science and 
PubMed to index F1000 Research articles, 
though we will need to have published for 
a few months before we can apply more 
formally.

Example citation once indexed:

Smith A, Jones B 
Cellular networks controlling Th2 
polarization in allergy and immunity 
[v3; ref status: Indexed, http://f1000r.
es/123456]
F1000 Research 2012, 1: 23
DOI: 10.3410/f1000r.2012-23.v3
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FAQs

Why not publish after peer review?

The point of conducting peer review post 
publication is to enable others to see 
the work during review, unlike a closed 
(and sometimes biased) review process, 
which can often take many months, 
sometimes even years, and which could 
allow other competing papers to sneak 
in and be published first. The advantage 
of the F1000 Research system is that we 
remove the possibility of a paper being 
deliberately blocked or held up by a 
single editor or referee.

Why not keep the peer review process 
anonymous?

BMJ Open and the medical BMC-series 
journals have found that the type of 
referee reviews they receive through their 
open peer review systems are actually 
much more constructive. We also plan to 
allow our registered users to comment on 
articles and reviews at any time, which we 
believe will redress any imbalance from 
the referees (i.e. if they are overly positive 
or overly critical of an article). Given this 
transparency and attribution, it will not be 
in a referee’s interest to say an article is 
satisfactory if it clearly is not.

How will you encourage good quality 
submissions?

As our refereeing process is completely 
open, we would expect that this will 
have the effect of making the initial 
submissions of much higher quality as it 
is not in an author’s interest to submit an 
article that will be openly criticised. This 
in turn will save the time of the referees 
and will avoid issues that commonly 
occur now, where the authors submit an 
article in a poor state in the hope that the 
referees will recommend improvements.

How will you avoid poor quality work 
being cited and used to support certain 
points of view?

In the current publishing system, most 
articles will get published in a ‘peer 
reviewed’ journal if the authors are 
persistent enough, and the reader will be 
none the wiser that previous referees had 
said the article was of poor quality. With 
our model, the reader will immediately 
see the comments from the first few 
referees. In addition, these details will 
be included in the citation, avoiding the 
need for further referees to spend time 
reviewing the article, only to say the 
same thing.

[continued overleaf]
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What happens if an article passes the pre-
refereeing check but the referees then 
find serious problems with the article?

If an article receives only negative 
reviews, it will be removed from the 
default search and, as the major indexers 
are only going to index the articles once 
an article has received a minimum of 2 
positive reviews, it will not be indexed. 
If the authors realise there is something 
seriously wrong with the paper, they can 
either correct it or they can ask for it to 
be marked as ‘Withdrawn’. In cases of 
alleged fraud or plagiarism, the article 
will be investigated and, if proven, will be 
marked as ‘Retracted’. We have drawn 
up clear guidelines on article withdrawal, 
retraction, removal and replacement, 
which will be published on the site.

As a reader, will I need to read through 
each version of an article?

Readers will have the choice to view the 
article as soon as it is published (you may 
want to see new research right away even 
if it is not yet perfect, which is one of the 
perks of being a referee in the current 
system), or you can decide you only want 
to be alerted to new articles once they 
have reached ‘Indexed’ status. We are 
also developing tools to enable readers to 
compare versions of an article and to see 
what has been changed.
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Appendices
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Appendix 1: Publishing process

Traditional journal

F1000 Research

Article 
submitted

Closed 
referee 
process

Publication

May have to go around 
this cycle multiple times.

Submission to publication: MONTHS

Article 
submitted

In-house 
pre-refereeing 

check

Author 
revises 
article

Submission to publication: DAYS

Indexed

Data repository

Once 2 
positive 
reviews

Open referee 
process

Registered user 
commenting

Publication

Author 
revises 
article
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Appendix 2: Pre-refereeing check

Each article will go through several checks by the in-house Editorial team prior to publication. 

Research Articles

For Research Articles, we will make the 
following checks:

 » Is it within either biology or medicine?

 » Is it nonsense?

 » Is there any obvious evidence of 
plagiarism in the text and images?

 » Does it meet the core elements of the 
basic Author Guidelines?

 » Is it readable (quality of English)?

 » Are the author(s) from a credible 
organisation or institution?

 » Does it have unduly high levels of self-
citation or old references?

Data Articles

Data Articles will go through additional 
checks by the in-house Editorial team:

Data File(s)

 » Are the data in a usable file format?

 » Are the data stored in the most 
appropriate and stable location?

 » Is the structure of data file 
appropriate, e.g. avoiding cell colours 
in Excel spreadsheets?

 » Do all fields (e.g. columns and rows) 
have suitable headings?

Data Article

 » Has adequate protocol information 
been provided?

 » Have adequate metadata been 
supplied (once this has been 
implemented)?

 » Are acronyms and abbreviations in the 
data file explained in the protocol?

 » Have the authors confirmed they 
have met all standards for animal 
experimentation (where relevant)?

Clinical Trial Article

 » Has a completed signed CONSORT 
checklist been provided?

 » Has the original Study Protocol been 
adhered to?

 » Have the trial registration number 
and the name of the trial registry 
been provided?
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Appendix 3: Referee checks

Research Article or Commentary

The following are specific questions 
we will ask referees to consider when 
refereeing a Research Article or a 
Commentary:

 » Is the title appropriate for the content 
of the article?

 » Is the abstract a suitable summary of 
the article?

 » Is the article well constructed and 
clear?

 » Is there adequate analysis, including 
information on how the data were 
analyzed (e.g. programs, code, stats 
etc.)? 

 » Are the conclusions sensible and 
balanced?

 » Have any potential biases or 
competing interests been disclosed?

 » For clinical trials: Should a statistician 
be asked to review the article?

Data Article

For Data Articles, we will ask referees to 
consider a different set of questions:

 » Is the title appropriate for the content 
of the article?

 » Is the abstract a suitable summary of 
the article?

 » Is the article well constructed and 
clear?

 » Has the experiment been conducted 
properly, e.g. appropriate controls, 
data measured and collected 
appropriately, time-points or levels 
of error (decimal points etc.) 
appropriate?

 » Has enough information been 
provided to be able to replicate the 
experiment?

 » Are the data in a usable format/
structure?

 » Have all the necessary data been 
provided (is there anything obviously 
excluded)?

 » Is the data repository suitable for the 
data type?

 » Are stated data limitations and 
possible sources of error appropriately 
described?

 » Where applicable (e.g. microarray 
data): Do the data ‘look’ OK?

 » For clinical trials: Should a statistician 
be asked to review the article?



http://f1000research.com | research@f1000.com  12

Appendix 4: Sample article screenshot
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Appendix 5: Sample screenshot showing detailed referee status
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Introduction
Estuaries are a crucial habitat for biota and small fish, in par-
ticular juveniles of commercially relevant species. They are con-
sidered as the most productive and dynamic ecosystem in the 
world (Cantera & Blanco, 2001; Lahjie et al., 2019; McHugh, 
1967; Sreekanth et al., 2017). They also perform the most crucial 
role in the population dynamic for a lot of invertebrate and fish  
species. These ecosystems also significantly contribute to pro-
vide some ecological services such as nursery ground, feeding  
ground and breeding habitats for both freshwater and marine 
species (Beck et al., 2001; McLusky & Elliott, 2004; Sun 
et al., 2019). The most well-known species that occupy the  
seas and estuary area in Gorontalo Bay is Nike fish.

Nike (pronounced nee-K) is a local name for transparent juve-
nile of unknown fish. These fish are approximately 2–4 cm 
in length; they appear seasonally and fished at estuary waters 
around the Gorontalo Bay. These juvenile fish has been fished and  
marketed traditionally for a long time. They are preferable 
for consumption by the local people than other fisheries prod-
ucts. As a consequence, fishing activity has increased over time  
to supply local demand for Nike (Wolok et al., 2019).

However, the impact of fishing activities is unknown. A recent 
paper concerning Nike only reports the seasonal appear-
ance during the fishing season (Pasisingi & Abdullah, 2018), 
total length and morphometric measurements (Zakaria, 2018),  
nutrition content (Liputo et al., 2013), and mercury contamina-
tion of these fish (Salam et al., 2016). To our knowledge, no 
studies have documented the species diversity that composed 
the schooling of Nike. Although, Yamasaki et al. (2011) have  Figure 1. Nike fish assemblages.

reported that species in juvenile form can be determined  
by its melanophores pattern and genetic determination.

The objective of the present study is to address this lack of 
knowledge by identifying the fish species that composed a Nike 
fish schooling. This information is very urgent and required 
for fisheries management. Therefore, we aimed to identify the  
species that composed the schooling of Nike fish in Gorontalo  
Bay by melanophores pattern and genetic identification.

Methods
This study was conducted in October 2018 at Leato (0°30’0.58”N, 
123°3’55.42”E), Gorontalo Bay, Indonesia (Figure 2). Approxi-
mately 100 g of the Nike-Fish Assemblages (Figure 1) were col-
lected randomly from the fishermen’s catch at fishing grounds 

Figure 2. Study site. The red dot indicates the position of fishing ground where the samples were collected from fishermen.
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during the catch-season (on October 5th–11th). All samples were 
transported using a cool-box to the lab for measurement. Immedi-
ately after collection, all samples were identified visually accord-
ing to Yamasaki et al. (2011). and the specimens with different  
melanophore patterns were separated according to their melano-
phore display. We assummed that those separated individuals  
were diferent on species.

Then, we selected one individual from each group and labeled 
these as N1, N2, N3, N4, N5, for genetic identification. Images 
of the selected samples were captured using Canon EOS  
100d with 58 mm pro Digital Wide Converter 0.45X Lens and  
subsequently converted to black and white using CorelDraw 
Graphic Suite 2019.

After selection, all of the individuals with different melano-
phores were preserved with ethanol 70% in a separate bottle 
and sent to the Genetics Laboratory at Manokwari for genetic 
identification by Sanger sequencing. The DNA cytochrome 
oxidase subunit I (CO1) of the sample was isolated with a  
Geneaid™ DNA Isolation Kit. Editing, and proofreadingof 
seqeunces,, and construction of the the phylogenetic tree was  
generated with MEGA 5.0 software.

Results
Five unspecified individuals of Nike-fish were identified mor-
phologically by melanophore differences, as shown in Figure 3. 
N1 was revealed as Sicyopterus pugnans; N2 as Sicyopterus 
cynocephalus; N3 and N5 as Belobranchus segura; and N4 
as Bunaka gyrinoides. The specimens with melanophores  
differences of each group is shown in Figure 4.

Melanophores pattern
Nike-fish schools consist of various species with the same 
body-shape, but different melanophore displays. Moreover, 
from 100 g (~145 individuals) of the total specimens that we 
identified, only five individuals with different melanophore  
patterns were identified (Figure 3). 

Genetic identification
Figure 3 shows the genetic identification among the individu-
als (species). The outcomes of genetic identification for N3 and 
N5 shows that both samples are the same species: Belobranchus  
segura.

Discussion
Although the melanophore patterns in N3 and N5 are differ-
ent, their genetics are identical, meaning they are the same spe-
cies (Belobranchus segura). This dissimilarity might be affected 
by the changes of melanophore during the development of 
the larvae. Valade et al. (2009) report that such melanophores 
chang on Sicyopterus langocephalus during the larvae stage. 
These changes could represent a problem for morphological 
identification. We can not count the species by morphological  
differences. Therefore, for the next examination we strongly 
recommended determining the species composition of the 
Nike fish schools by genetic rather than morphological  
identification because for that reason.

Conclusion
Our findings show that there are four species that compose Nike 
fish schooling. They are Sicyopterus pugnans, Sicyopterus  
cynocephalus, Belobranchus segura, and Bunaka gyrinoides.

Figure 3. Nike fish with different melanophore patterns.
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Figure 4. Phylogenetic tree of individuals with different melanophore patterns.
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