Science Home News Journals Topics Careers

Weighted relative citation ratio means the research success ?
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(29 June 2017)

Jocelyn Kaiser described that NIH has a new research productivity measurement based on
weighted relative citation ratio (1). John PA. et al., mentioned that review articles receive more
citations than articles with new empirical data (2). Editorial also states that reviews receive
higher citations than original research papers (3). Authors like citing review paper because
they offer a way to cite a single paper to support multiple statements (4). It's also easier to
locate a recent review paper than to find the originals which might be quite old (4). This is why
review papers are often highly cited (4). However, is this fair? The review paper authors may
not have contributed anything to the discoveries they summarized, yet they end up getting
(some of) the credit for them (4). Derek Lowe also stated that great papers that have been
rejected (5). NIH should change their minds on how to evaluate successful research, not by
quantitative tools including weighted relative citation ratio, but by gualitative tools including
survey and interview.
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