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Abstract
Purpose: This survey study aimed to investigate the current status, issues, and needs related to 
Clinical Endoscopy (CE), the official international journal of the Korean Society of Gastrointes-
tinal Endoscopy (KSGE).
Methods: A 10-item survey was emailed to domestic KSGE members between May 1 and May 
15, 2023. The results were analyzed using descriptive statistics. 
Results: In total, 216 complete responses were analyzed. Most respondents (46.8%) read CE 
once or twice monthly. The proportion of respondents who read the journal once or twice a 
year or did not read it at all was quite high, at 36.6%. The most informative article type was re-
view articles (53%), and the least-read type was editorials (33%). Ninety-nine respondents 
(45.8%) stated that they did not want to submit their articles to CE because CE is not a Science 
Citation Index Expanded (SCIE) journal (38.4%). Eighty-nine respondents (41.2%) did not 
cite CE articles in their manuscripts. Furthermore, 41.2% of the respondents declined review 
invitations because they were too busy (73.0%). The two most common requests for CE were 
to increase the number of guidelines and review articles (38.0%) and to improve the journal 
quality (34.7%).
Conclusion: Although CE is a representative journal of KSGE, the level of interest and concern 
for CE among society members was relatively low. Nonetheless, this survey offers valuable in-
sights into the needs and current status of CE, paving the way for its further development. It is 
clear that more efforts and investments from the society and the editorial board are necessary.
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Introduction

Background and rationale
The Korean Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (KSGE) 
was established on August 14, 1976, and published its journal, 
Taehan Sohwagi Naesigyŏng Hakhoe chi (Korean Journal of 
Gastrointestinal Endoscopy, pISSN: 1225-7001) in Korean 
from November 1981 to July 2011. Since the September 2011 
issue, the journal has been published in English under the of-
ficial title, Clinical Endoscopy (Clin Endosc, CE; pISSN: 2234-
2400, eISSN: 2234-2443).

CE is currently the joint official journal of KSGE, Internation-
al Digestive Endoscopy Network (IDEN), Vietnam Association 
of Gastroenterology (VNAGE)/Vietnam Federation for Di-
gestive Endoscopy (VFDE), and Thai Association for Gastro-
intestinal Endoscopy (TAGE). IDEN is an international orga-
nization established by KSGE in 2019 to promote and share 
advances in digestive endoscopy research. VNAGE and TAGE 
officially designated CE as the official journal of the societies 
in March 2021. CE publishes peer-reviewed articles bimonth-
ly and features original articles, state-of-the-art review articles, 
instructive case reports, brief communications, and letters to 
the editor on experimental, diagnostic, and therapeutic gastro-
intestinal endoscopy. CE was indexed in KoreaMed on Sep-
tember 22, 2011; PubMed Central (PMC)/PubMed on June 
28, 2012; Scopus on November 11, 2013; EBSCO on June 29, 
2015; Emerging Sources Citation Index (ESCI) on June 6, 2016; 
Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ) on April 28, 2018; 
and Embase on January 1, 2019.

Although CE is a representative professional journal in the 
field of endoscopy, no survey has yet been conducted on aware-
ness and concerns related to the journal among the general 
members of KSGE. A comprehensive investigation is needed 
to identify the specific requests that could further advance the 
development of CE. Thus, it is necessary to conduct an evalu-
ation and analysis of the needs and current concerns of the 
domestic members of KSGE.

Objectives
This survey study aimed to better understand the perceptions 
of CE, including needs, among domestic members of KSGE. 
The study specifically explored the members’ interest in jour-
nal information, submission and citing behavior, participation 
as peer reviewers, and expectations for the journal. 

Methods

Ethics statement
This study was based on anonymous online survey results 
from society members, which included no sensitive personal 

information. Therefore, this study did not require approval 
from the Institutional Review Board.

Study design
This was a descriptive study based on an online survey.

Data collection methods
A survey consisting of 10 questions and five subquestions 
(Suppl. 1) was developed by the editors (THL, GHK) of CE 
and emailed to domestic KSGE members three times between 
May 1 and May 15, 2023, through Google Forms (Google). 
The survey questions consisted of basic information on the 
respondents (three items), interest in journal information 
(three items), submission and citing behavior (two items), 
participation as peer reviewer (one item), and expectations 
for the journal (one item). Initially, 221 responses were col-
lected for analysis. Among them, five inadequate responses 
were excluded. Finally, 216 responses were analyzed.

Participants and variables
After sending the survey questionnaire to email addresses 
listed in the KSGE database, 221 responses were collected. 
There were no exclusion criteria, and the total target number 
was 8,659. All items of the survey questionnaire were ana-
lyzed as variables.

Data analysis
The study focused on analyzing the responses of domestic 
KSGE members concerning their interest, perceived useful-
ness, and expectations regarding CE. Descriptive statistical 
analyses were performed to evaluate respondents’ current 
concerns and trends. There was no selection bias. Sample size 
estimation was not done because this was a survey-based de-
scriptive study conducted among domestic society members.

Results 

Characteristics of the participants 
Among the 8,659 members of KSGE who agreed to receive 
emails from the society, 221 members (2.55%) responded. 
The basic demographic characteristics of the respondents are 
described in Table 1. Data on gender, age group, and working 
area were analyzed. Male physicians were predominant 
(81.5%), and the age group with the most respondents was 
people in their 50s. About 50% of physicians worked at a uni-
versity or tertiary referral hospital. Raw response data are 
available from Dataset 1. 

Interest in journal information
Questions 4 to 6 related to the frequency of reading CE, the 
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most beneficial article type, and the least-read article type. About 
half of the respondents (46.8%) said they read CE once or twice 
monthly. The proportion of respondents who read the journal 
once or twice a year or did not read it at all was 36.6%. A com-
mon reason for not reading CE was that CE is not a Science 
Citation Index Expanded (SCIE) journal, but rather a domes-
tic journal (Table 2). Considering that CE is published bimonth-
ly, the reading rate was meager. The most informative article 
type was reviews (53%), followed by case reports (11%) and 
guidelines (10%). The most unnecessary or unread article type 
was editorials or commentaries (33%), followed by quizzes 
(27%), case reports (14%), and original articles (11%) (Fig. 1). 

Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the participants (n=216)

Characteristic No. (%)

Gender

Men 176 (81.5)

Women 40 (18.5)

Age (yr)

31–40 48 (22.2)

41–50 83 (38.4)

51–60 56 (25.9)

> 60 29 (13.4)

Work type

University hospital or tertiary referral center 109 (50.5)

Secondary hospital 49 (22.7)

Fellow 6 (2.8)

Private clinic 52 (24.1)

Submission and citing behavior
Regarding the submission of articles to CE, 99 respondents 
(45.8%) did not want to submit their articles to CE because 
CE is not an SCIE journal (38.4%), has a relatively low accep-
tance rate (25.3%), and has a difficult submission process 
(15.1%) (Fig. 2). The survey asked about whether authors cit-
ed articles from CE when preparing manuscripts for submis-

Table 2. Responses for question no. 4: CE subscriptions and usefulness (n=216)

Question and response No. (%)

How often do you read CE ?

> 1–2 times/wk 36 (16.7)

1–2 times/mo 101 (46.8)

1–2 times/yr 48 (22.2)

Never 31 (14.4)

If your response included numbers 1–3, CE was 185

Very helpful 111

Not so good   73

Not helpful     1

If your choice was “never,” the reason was   31

Lower quality 4 (12.9)

Not an SCIE journal 10 (32.3)

No recent trends 3 (9.7)

No interest about it being a domestic journal 11 (35.5)

Do not know how to access the journal 3 (9.7)

CE, Clinical Endoscopy ; SCIE, Science Citation Index Expanded.

Fig. 1.  Most useful (A) and least useful (B) article type in Clinical Endoscopy.
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Fig. 3. Reasons for not using Clinical Endoscopy (CE ) as an article reference. 
SCIE, Science Citation Index Expanded.
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Fig. 4. Reasons for refusing review invitations from Clinical Endoscopy. SCIE, 
Science Citation Index Expanded.
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Fig. 5. The Korean Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy members’ expecta-
tions for Clinical Endoscopy. SCIE, Science Citation Index Expanded.
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sion to SCIE journals. Eighty-nine respondents (41.2%) stated 
that they did not cite CE papers as references. The most com-
mon reason was that they did not know CE well, even though 
CE is the official journal of KSGE. Other reasons were that CE 
is not an SCIE journal, and some respondents also stated that 
there was no need because they did not write papers (Fig. 3).

Participation as a peer reviewer
In response to the question, “Are you willing to accept a review 
request from CE?” 41.2% of respondents stated that they would 
decline a review invitation because they were too busy (73.0%) 
or the review process was too difficult (10.1%) (Fig. 4).

Expectations for CE 
The two most common requests for CE were an increased num-
ber of clinical practice guidelines and review articles (38.0%) 
and quality improvement (34.7%). The desire for an increased 
frequency of publication and becoming an SCIE journal was 
relatively low (Fig. 5). A minor opinion was that CE was less 
readable than before, when it was published in Korean.

Discussion 

Interpretation 
Interest in journal information
Although CE is the official journal of KSGE and there are 

Fig. 2. Reasons for not submitting articles to Clinical Endoscopy. SCIE, Sci-
ence Citation Index Expanded.
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over 8,000 KSGE members, a minimal number responded, 
and one-third of the respondents stated that they usually did 
not read CE. The most common reason was that CE is not an 
SCIE journal. Many members thought CE was only a domes-
tic journal that had been converted into English. For the item 
asking which article types were the most useful, more than 
half of the respondents answered that review articles were the 
most beneficial and editorials (commentaries) were the least 
helpful type. Usually, review articles, guidelines, and meta-
analyses provide information on recent trends and informa-
tion to readers, so other journals also concentrate on these 
types of papers [1]. CE also needs more collaboration with 
other associated academies or journals to expand its scope. 
Editorials should emphasize experts’ perspectives on clinical 
benefits and experience-based opinions. However, editorials 
often describe or summarize the study results rather than of-
fer unique viewpoints. Therefore, editorials should include 
more detailed analyses and criticism by experts.

Submission and citing behavior
The most common reason for not submitting papers or not 
citing them was that CE is not an SCIE journal. Of particular 
note, many Korean universities include only SCIE journals 
when evaluating academic achievements. Therefore, there is 
a strong tendency to avoid submitting papers to non-SCIE 
journals as the first option. Becoming an SCIE journal is es-
sential for attracting higher quality manuscripts. Therefore, 
more effort and investments from KSGE, including joint aca-
demic conferences, are needed. Eighty-nine respondents 
(41.2%) stated that they did not use CE papers as references. 
The most common reason was that they did not know CE 
well, even though it is the official journal of KSGE. It seems 
that more active publicity for CE is needed. Furthermore, some 
respondents said that acceptance was very difficult. This per-
ception could be attributed to the notably low acceptance rate 
for case reports, which stood at just 6% in 2022. The overall 
CE acceptance rate was 45% in 2022. The mean time to ac-
ceptance was 62 days in 2022 and 14 days to rejection.

Participation as peer reviewer
Being busy was the most common reason for declining review 
requests. Thus, this result could be interpreted as indicating 
that the respondents had no strong interest in reviewing arti-
cles, and the fact that CE is not an SCIE journal was also an 
important reason. 

Expectations for the journal 
Importantly, many members requested an increase in the 
number of clinical practice guidelines or review articles and 
quality improvement. Therefore, high-quality review articles 

and clinical practice guidelines by experts and academic soci-
eties are required. Becoming an SCIE journal will increase the 
submission of higher quality original articles. Therefore, more 
efforts are needed to meet the needs of the KSGE members 
and improve the quality of CE. Attempts have recently been 
made to enhance the visual quality of communication using 
graphical abstracts and to conduct publicity through Face-
book [2–4]. These efforts are expected to help improve the 
editing quality and raise awareness of CE, which were noted 
as problems in the survey results. Still, more communication 
with international researchers and investment by KSGE are 
needed to meet readers’ needs and concerns.

Comparison with previous studies 
Similar studies have been conducted in the past. In 2020, a to-
tal of 310 members of the British Orthodontic Society partici-
pated in a survey. Among them, 230 (74.2%) indicated they 
read a minimum of one article from each issue. The Journal of 
Orthodontics received positive feedback, with 197 participants 
(63.6%) ranking it as excellent and 109 (35.2%) marking it as 
satisfactory. Members of the society found the journal to be 
pertinent to the current clinical practice and expressed a high 
level of satisfaction with it. Additionally, there was a notable 
demand for increased online engagement with the members 
as a part of the society’s role [5]. In 2013, an email containing 
a readership survey was distributed to all active members of 
the Aerospace Medical Association. The members expressed 
a preference for the publication of more clinical articles, and 
the journal was committed to addressing that goal [6]. An in-
ternational email survey was conducted among authors who 
published articles in five general surgery journals (Annals of 
Surgery, British Journal of Surgery, World Journal of Surgery, 
Archives of Surgery, and Surgery) between January 1, 2007, and 
December 31, 2008. The survey found that the journal’s repu-
tation was deemed “very important” (5 points) by 62% of the 
respondents. This was closely followed by the journal’s impact 
factor, which was considered “very important” by 61% of the 
participants. When combining several factors into categories, 
the journal’s prestige and turnaround time were identified as 
the most critical attributes [7]. A survey was distributed to a 
random selection of 1,000 domestic members of the British 
Dental Association, from whom 587 completed questionnaires 
were collected. That year, the “News” section of the British Den-
tal Journal was the most widely read, followed by “Research 
summaries.” Readers expressed a desire for a greater emphasis 
on practical clinical techniques and “How to do it” articles, and 
less emphasis on nondental-related topics [8]. The topics of the 
above earlier reports are not exactly the same as those of the 
present study. However, a major incentive to submit the research 
results was a journal’s prestige, and the most society members 
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read at least one article per issue in the society journals. 

Limitations
This survey study was based only on descriptive statistical 
analyses. Thus, the results showed the current state of con-
cerns regarding CE among respondents. However, only a 
small number of the KSGE members participated in this sur-
vey. Future studies will need to include larger sample sizes, in-
cluding international participants.

Conclusion 
Although the presented results are based on survey responses 
from a few respondents, they help understand the current in-
terest of the KSGE members and perceived needs for CE. Al-
though CE is a representative international journal of KSGE, 
it had low awareness and reading rates. This is further com-
pounded by its non-SCIE status, which results in a low sub-
mission rate of high-quality manuscripts and infrequent cita-
tion of CE articles. Still, many requests are for outstanding re-
search results, review articles, or clinical practice guidelines. 
Thus, more active guidance and investment from KSGE and 
the Editorial Board are needed to raise awareness and publish 
high-quality papers.
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