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In the editorial included in issue 6 of volume 54 (RECOT.
2010;54(6):343) we expressed the objectives of the edito-
rial committee appointed by the managing board of SECOT
earlier that year. One year later (RECOT. 2011;55(6):419),
we conducted an analysis of that first year.

We believe it appropriate to conduct a new review of the
operation of the journal in this period. We have selected the
works included between issue 5, 2010 and issue 6, 2012, in
order to reflect the history of the current editing team. In
those 14 instalments, which have each had 81 pages on an
average, we have published 13 editorials, 79 original clinical
and research articles, 37 case reports, 22 update topics, 9
training works, 5 letters to the editor and 5 book reviews
(Fig. 1).

The time periods of the editorial process, number of
manuscripts received, acceptance rate, etc., can be seen
in the following tables provided by the Elsevier production
team (Tables 1-3, as well as Figs. 2-4).
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Figure 1

Articles published by sections.
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Table 1  Articles received through the manuscript manage-
ment system.

Total Accepted Rejected Removed
2010 104 71 23 10
2011 105 58 32 13
2012 64 28 12 5

Table 2 Percentages of acceptance and rejection.

Percentage accepted (%) Percentage rejected (%)

2010 76 24
2011 74 36
2012 70 30

The rejection rate was around 30%, although there are
currently numerous manuscripts in production so this rate
may vary by the end of 2012 (this editorial is being writ-
ten in early October). Our production times are comparable
to those of any international journal. In other words, a lit-
tle more than 3 months (100 days) elapse from the time
of arrival of a manuscript until the final decision, which
often includes 1 or 2 reviews by the authors. This reflects a
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Figure 2  Articles received through the manuscript manage-
ment system.
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Figure 3  Acceptance and rejection rates.

considerable effort on the part of authors, reviewers and
publishing staff (editorial, administrative and production
team).

Regarding the topics that have been covered by the men-
tioned manuscripts, we can see that they have included
all aspects of the specialty, as befits a general Journal of
Orthopaedics and Traumatology (Fig. 5).

Out of all this material, 71 works out of the total 170
(41%) were elaborated collaboratively by various centres.

As for the geographical origin of the work centres of the
authors, the regional distribution is reflected in the follow-
ing graphs (Figs. 6-8).
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Table 3  Editorial times.
Days from Days from Days from Days from Days from Days from
sending of sending of sending of article  review response  sending of article  acceptance of
article to editor article edited to reviewer to completed to final decision article to
assignment by author assignment review by editor publication
2010 2.4 23.7 9.8 13.7 100.1 67.9
2011 1.9 20.4 9 16.1 98.8 54.6
2012 1.3 10.8 8.6 12.1 54 67.2
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Figure 5

Published topics.

Regarding contributions from other countries, the most
noteworthy are Chile (3 original articles and 2 case reports),
Portugal (2 original articles and 1 case report), Morocco and
France. Other centres in the United States, United Kingdom
and France have contributed update topics.

Over 30 national centres without a direct university
link have had manuscripts published, which has greater
merit considering their reduced infrastructure, at least
theoretically. However, works from regional and nation-
wide reference centres have been missed, despite repeated
requests by the editorial team of the journal and the presi-
dent of SECOT.
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Editorial times in the management of manuscripts.



EDITORIAL

Originals
25
20
15
10
5_
o_
. 9 @ O QO XL D PR DL Q@ LL L O
© FFF S S E O ECE LY EE
FFL LT WL LETEFNTESS
DS R N el O’b Q,’b’ Q‘b' R [ \Q"& ‘bé\ ‘K}\\‘b c)0
N o X
Q/‘\'é\&@ OQ,. \,(\Q;
O(b
Figure 6  Origin of original articles.
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Figure 7  Origin of case reports.
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Figure 8 Origin of update topics.
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But, have we reached our goal? From the editorial stand-
point, we consider that we have met deadlines and published
issues regularly, even though occasionally we have had to
speed up the process and request contributions at the last
minute. However, in order for this editorial comment to be
published in January, it must be processed in early October.
Therefore, as noted previously, we do not know if we have
achieved ‘‘the goal’’. During the month of October the jour-
nal will have been re-evaluated by the relevant committee
from the National Library of Medicine and the result of that
process, its inclusion or not within international indices, will
mark the future not just of the management team, which is

scarcely relevant, but of the journal itself, which may need
to redesign its strategy depending on the outcome: a posi-
tive result will lead to a brighter future, in which having an
impact factor will facilitate the arrival of more and higher
quality material. On the other hand, a negative result may
require a radical change of strategy.... By the time these
lines are available to our readers, this question will have
been answered.

E. Gil Garay
Director of RECOTE
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