Seabro extra (parts taken out, but that may be used in other papers)


Some readers may question the need for a human-meditated current awareness services (henceforth: CAS). There are other ways to provide a current awareness service. A human-intermediated system may be of higher quality than a machine generated CAS. We expect humans to outperform machines in situations where the dispersion of terms is low. That is typically the case for academic papers within one broad discipline, say sociology or biology. The problem with a human-mediated system is the cost if the editors are paid. Within academic environments, we can solve that cost problem by using academics as editors. They can do this in their research time as a service to the profession. The value of name recognition is a crucial incentive to participate, esp. for junior academics. However, even with this incentive problem solved, building a human-based current awareness system for a whole discipline is not trivial. You will believe that when you read on.


The York protocol defined the role of a general editor. This is a person in overall charge of the substantive aspects of the service. The first holder of this position was John S. Irons. From October 2000 until April 2007, Bernardo Bátiz-Lazo served as general editor. The general editor accomplishes several important functions. First, (s)he hires editor for the reports and makes sure that they are included in the nep-editors mailing list. Usually, the editors are PhD students or junior university faculty. Each editor is responsible for one or more subject areas. The subject area usually corresponds to the editor’s research interests, though extensive subject expertise is not required. Nowadays, the general editor examines CVs of candidates for editorship. But there is no formal process of editor selection. Second, s(he) composes nep-all. This report used to be generated by computer only. However, since the tenure of Bernardo Bátiz-Lazo, the general editor edits this data. This prevents old papers documented in RePEc archives that have just opened to flood the reports. This operation has to be done “by hand” as the archives may not furnish formal publication dates
. Finally, an important task of the general editor is to monitor service quality. However is is not clear how this monitoring can be conducted until such time as evidence of editor behavior is available. 

 An administrative reform, instigated by Thomas Krichel on 2004-06-21, distributed the three roles among different people. They are now called the “director”, “general editor” and “controller” of NEP. See http://nep.repec,org/governance.  


The bibliographic information has two sections. First, a header has titles and authors only. The header section is followed by a body section with the bibliographic information almost as complete as the RePEc dataset affords, that is, possibly with abstracts and with URLs to full texts. In the early days of RePEc, the full-text links lead directly to the (possibly, but rarely multiple) components of the full text of the paper. Since 2002-06-13, they linked to a CGI script running on a special machine which then initiates the transfer of the full text. This is done for logging purposes, to assess the importance of NEP in the overall collection of RePEc cross-service usage log by Sune Karlsson’s LogEc project, see http://logec.hhs.se. Since 2003-01-27 the identifier of the report has also been added to the CGI script link. This should allow for a NEP-wide assessment which NEP reports contribute most to the dissemination of papers in RePEc. 

 The proposed issues are circulated by email to a group of editors. Each issue arrives at the editor’s inbox with all new papers that have been added to RePEc. The editor then weeds through the report to eliminate all the papers that do not belong to the subject matter of the report. (S)he has to do this both on the summary data and the full data section. A web interface for the composition of reports, made by Sune Karlsson, was made available from 2000-01-10 until early. We are not aware of how m any editors use the web interface versus how many massage the proposed issue in a text editor. 

Despite the simplicity of the user interface, ernad is rather complex software. Four IP domains are used by the ernad service. The composition domain is specified in the Apache2 configuration and is the domain of the virtual host that ernad uses. The Apache configuration lives in home/etc/apache and is represented on the operating system level as a symbolic link. The delivery domain is configured in the ernad.conf file and points to the host domain for the delivery service. The service domain denotes the report composition service which the editors use to select, order, and prepare report issues to subscribers. Finally, the list domain indicates the location of the mailing lists that the ernad service uses. This domain is found in home/etc/reports.amf.xml. 

The domain portion of the value of the sibling element <homepage> determines the service domain, e.g., <homepage>http://nep.repec.org</homepage>, service domain = repec.org.

This information is repurposed in the report issue the editor produces at the end of the ernad editing process.

All reports operate in much the same manner with the exception of the first report in reports.amf.xml; this is called the allport and is edited by the general editor. All other reports are known as subject reports. We will go into more detail about the allport later.

An example ernad.config file is shown below: 

UniversalPassword
=
######
GeneralEditor

=
nep-all
DebugMode

=
0
DebugInfo

=
0
MailList

=
lists.repec.org
Links


=
d.repec.org
PapersDir

=
/home/oaiadm/oai/lib/amf/RePEc/
GESendMail

=
1
PapersIdRestrict
=
^RePEc((:rus)|(:eee)|(:aea)|(:fth)|(:all)|(:edi)|(:per)|(:ras)|(:fth)|(:wop))
WebArchive

=
/home/ernad/ernad/public_html/report/
SVM_lightDir

=
/home/ernad/bin/
ExperienceLength
=
0001-01-00
FutliCheckingDir
=
/home/ernad/var/futli/

Document metadata in a RIF is represented in XML structurally valid to the AMF schema
.
The id attribute of the collection noun is replaced by a ref attribute, the password is excluded, and the collection gets an id that is the id of the report within the wider dataset. An extract of a RIF is shown below.

<?xml version="1.0"?>

<amf xmlns="http://amf.openlib.org" xmlns:xsi="http://www.w3.org/2001/XMLSchema-instance" xmlns:ernad="http://ernad.openlib.org" xsi:schemaLocation="http://amf.openlib.org http://amf.openlib.org/2001/amf.xsd">

<collection id="RePEc:nep:nepnnn:2007-03-17">

<ernad:servicename>NEP: New Economics Papers</ernad:servicename>
<ernad:issuedate>2007-03-17</ernad:issuedate>
<title>nep nnn</title>
<homepage>http://lists.repec.org/mailman/listinfo/nep-nnn</homepage>
<haseditor>

 <person>

  <name>Editors Name</name>
  <name xml:lang="en">Editors Name</name>
  <homepage>http://editors.homepage.org</homepage>
  <email>editor@homepage.com</email>
  <ispartof>

   <organization>

    <name>Affiliation Name</name>
    <homepage>http://affiliation.home.org</homepage>
    <postal>Country of Origin</postal>
   </organization>

  </ispartof>

 </person>

</haseditor>

<haspart>

 <text ref="RePEc:cpr:ceprdp:6166">

  <type>preprint</type>
  <title>The Impact of Oil Price Shocks on the U.S. Stock Market</title>
  <abstract>While there is a strong presumption in the financial… </abstract>
  <keywords>Demand shocks; Oil prices; Stock returns; Supply Shocks</keywords>
  <displaypage>http://www.cepr.org/pubs/dps/DP6166.asp</displaypage>
  <status>Number 6166</status>
  <date event="created">2007-03</date>
  <classification xsi:type="jel1991">G12 Q43</classification>
  <hasauthor>

   <person>

   <name>Kilian, Lutz</name>
   </person>

  </hasauthor>

  <hasauthor>

   <person>

   <name>Park, Cheolbeom</name>

   </person>

  </hasauthor>

  <file>

   <url>http://d.repec.org/n?u=RePEc:cpr:ceprdp:6166&amp;r=zzz</url>

  </file>

 </text>

</haspart>
The composition of a new report issue is a five-step process (see chart below) comprising the following steps: notifying the editor that new documents are ready for review, selecting the issue to be edited, selecting the documents to be included in the issue, sorting the selected document, and previewing the final issue. The steps involved with creating an allport issue and delivering the edited issue are outside the scope of this discussion.

Barrueco Cruz et al. (2003) carried out an empirical assessment of NEP. Given the problem with dating contents, their paper contains no time-sensitive data. Their key focus is the coverage ratio:  the ratio between the number of papers out of a nep-all issue that received at least one announcement and the papers in that same nep-all issue. Since the number of subject reports has been growing over time, one would have expected an improvement in the coverage ratio over time. But instead the coverage ratio remains static at around 70%, which Barrueco Cruz et al. (2003) deplore as a “serious problem of coverage”
. Using a graph, they illustrate that the coverage ratio seemed to be negatively related to the size of the nep-all. Bakkalbasi and Krichel (2005) confirm this idea using formal inferential statistics. They start from a set of theoretical ideas about editor behaviour. In particular, they assert that quality aspect of papers come into play when the looking at the odds that a paper makes it into at least one NEP report. This raises the issue that 100% coverage can not be reached since some papers appear to be of “nonannouncable” quality. Nevertheless, raising the coverage ratio has been a concern of NEP managements since the appearance of these papers. Current values of the coverage ratio are available in the NEP lossage data at http://nep.repec.org/lossage.

  Chu and Krichel (2003) used some dynamic data from the report logs. The results are discouraging. The timeliness for 2001 is 1200 hours, i.e. it took 1200 hours after a nep-all report to the average NEP report issue announcing a paper. Even if the underlying data are weak, a serious question mark has to be put on the timeliness of NEP report issues. Chu and Krichel (2003) also highlight the growth of nep-all issues, putting strain on the sustainability of the service. 

Reference:
Chu, Heting, and Thomas Krichel, (2003) “NEP Current Awareness Service of the RePEc Digital Library”, Digital Libraries Magazine, vol. 9, no. 12, available at http://www.dlib.org/dlib/december03/chu/12chu.ht ml 
Barrueco Cruz, José Manuel, Thomas Krichel and Jeremiah C. Trinidad Christensen (2003) “Organizing current awareness in a large digital library” presented at 2003 Conference on Users in the Electronic Information Environments in Espoo, Finland, September 8–9 available at http://openlib.org/home/krichel/ papers/espoo.pdf

�	The result is not perfect. Christian Zimmermann has informed us that a paper by Aristotle made it into nep-all.


� � HYPERLINK "http://amf.openlib.org/2001/amf.xsd" ��http://amf.openlib.org/2001/amf.xsd�


�	100% coverage was once reached by some idiot editor who posted the entire nep-all issue to his list!





