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EDITORIALLETTER TO THE EDITOR

The readers of a journal have the right to show their dis-
crepancies with the views or opinions expressed in any gi-
ven paper.1 In view of that, we really appreciate the interest 
and scientific rigor shown by doctors Gonzalez-Argote and 
Garcia-Rivero by reading and discussing our research tho-
roughly and from a scientific standpoint. Considerations 
and suggestions emerging from their critical reading are 
equally interesting. However, although we agree with many 
of their conclusions, we think it is also relevant to make 
some clarifications about them.

We agree that multicenter studies have a greater impact 
and that the analysis of the international collaboration in-
dex is an indicator of the quality of the articles and, there-
fore, of the journal. However, we do not think it is a "mis-
take" to declare the country of origin of the paper was the 
country of the main author. It was done in this way for 
methodological reasons, as well as to operationalize this va-
riable in a simpler way. It is the responsibility of the writer 
of a scientific article to communicate the content so that 
it reaches its recipients with the minimum of disruption2.

They also suggest that the more frequently viewed an 
article is, the more likely to be cited. We think that if an 
article is more frequently viewed and cited, it is just evi-
dence of its overall quality. They suggest that, though be-
neficial, an attractive title or a well-written abstract are not 
predictors of a good paper. But we believe that the title and 
the abstract are the “cover letters” of the article, and that 
they both play a role in impacting the readers positively. 
The title and the abstract must allow a clear understanding 
of the problem addressed by the study, reducing the need 
of reading the introduction. In this sense, we think titles 
should be good and well written, combining scientific rigor 
and interest.3

The use of the term "most popular" to refer to the "most 
viewed" articles on the journal website can be analyzed 
from different points of view, and should not be considered 
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inaccurate. The number of visits an article gets is certainly 
an indicator used as Altmetrics at the author level.

Traditional metrics based on the impact factor and cita-
tions continue to have a strong influence on the academic 
community. However, there have been created new social 
and academic platforms such as Altmetric.com, Plum 
Analytics, ImpactStory.org, ResearchGate.net, Academia.
edu and GetCited.org. These platforms include publica-
tions that do not appear in traditional citation indexes as 
Web of Science (ISI) and Scopus, so they allow the use of 
alternative ways to measure the impact of a paper.4

Regarding the increase in the number of annual issues 
of the journal (two in 2012, three in 2013, four in 2014, 
and six in 20155), we must remember that in the J Oral Res 
2012;1(2) a contractual relationship (“Contrato divulga-
tivo”6) was established. Alongside the printed edition, 
the journal publishes an electronic version available at 
www.joralres.com. This latter is managed by the Open 
Journal Systems software, which facilitates the presenta-
tion and indexing of articles in different databases, achie-
ving greater visibility at international level. The journal is 
open-access, giving an immediate and unrestricted access 
to all its articles. That said, the journal is indexed in diffe-
rent databases and catalogs of international prestige, such 
as Latindex, IMBIOMED,   DIALNET, DOAJ, LILACS, 
Scopus and Google Scholar. Consequently, when thou-
sands of researchers from Latin American and other parts 
of the world look for information on dental research, they 
find direct access to full-text articles. Hundreds of these 
researchers consider the Journal of Oral Research as a real 
option to disseminate the results of their studies and for 
that reason they send manuscripts for publication.7

“Publishing an article is very rewarding, and it is even 
more so in the case of an original article, as this shows the 
skills of the research team from problem detection to the pre-
paration of the manuscript for publication. All other forms 
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of publication also require knowledge and skills, but they are 
always somehow less relevant than an original article”.8 By 
suggesting that, we recognize that the use of the expres-
sion "less relevant" may be provocative and controversial, 
and that there should be a broader and deeper discussion 
on the subject.

We really want to thank doctors Gonzalez-Argote and 
Garcia-Rivero for suggesting other scientometric indica-
tors of the Journal of Oral Research not addressed in our 
research and that would undoubtedly enhance it. Namely: 

h-index: 5 (h coverage: 21), g-index: 6 (coverage g: 25), 
total citations: 151 citations per year: 37.75; all obtained 
from the Google Scholar database. We further agree with 
the recommendations made by these doctors and urge the 
Editorial Committee of the Journal of Oral Research to 
continue working hard to make their journal more autho-
ritative, updated and visible.
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