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Journal Comparison

2017 stats ERE JAERE JEEM

impact factor (1 yr.) 1.96 2.0-2.5 2.64
submissions 700 208 590

desk reject rate 30-40% 44% 30-35%
acceptance rate 16% 10% 12%

days to first decision (avg.) 84 65 85
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ERE: Managing Editorial Board
Jo Albers
Ian Bateman
Carlo Carraro
Robert Elliott
David Finnoff
Michael Finus
Carolyn Fischer
Timo Goeschl
Phoebe Koundouri
Andreas Lange
John List
Klaus Moeltner
Alistair Munro
Céline Nauges Editorial Objective:

To develop the quality and 
international standing of the journal

Stephen Polasky
David Popp 
Elizabeth Robinson
Daniel Rondeau
Ingmar Schumacher
Thomas Sterner
Eric Strobl
Rashid Sumaila
Christian Vossler
Ian Sue Wing
Anastasios Xepapadeas
Tomasz Zylicz
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More ERE facts

• 111 papers published in 2017, 2 special issues

• submissions from 68 countries, top 2: USA (110), China (98)

• SpringerLink full text requests in 2017: 177,285
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Personal experience

• Co-editor since Jan 2012

• 126 papers (final decisions)

• desk rejections: 13% (Ian does most of it...)

• accepted: 20%

• I invite 2 reviewers, act as one if major delays

• Sometimes act as a third
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What I desk-reject

• poorly written or structured (“all over the place”)

• nothing new
(method, topic - different part of world doesn’t count)

• poor econometric tradeoffs
(e.g. add attribute non-attendance, drop unobserved
heterogeneity)

• I reviewed it for another journal and recommended rejection
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What I accept

• At least 1 reviewer was positive

• New / interesting methodology (econometrics)

• Well-written, good arguments

• careful analysis (robustness checks etc.)
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Tough sells

• Choice experiments without major methodological innovation

• Basic / spatial hedonic without major methodological
innovation

• Food / health without any environmental link
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Easy sells

• Computational innovations

• Spatial / GIS / Remote sensing innovations

• Novel econometric methods
(clever non-parametrics, synthetic matching, mixture
distributions, etc.)

• Anything Bayesian
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