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STATUS OF THE IT TRANSACTIONS
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 Mailing dates



 Sub-to-Pub data
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 Submission data

Papers submitted, January to June 2008: 484
Papers submitted, January to June 2007: 456
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Network information theory

Network coding

Cooperation & relaying

Algebraic coding theory

LDPC codes  

Space—time block coding

Sequences

Cryptography

Quantum information theory

Communications

Detection and estimation

Pattern recognition

Compressed sensing

 Hit parade of submissions
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AE performance I (December 20, 2007)
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Outstanding papers

AE performance II (Dec. 20, 2007, vs. June 30, 2008)
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 Associate Editors lineup

26 in July 2007

33 in July 2008

New entries: Franz Hlawatsch (Detection and Estimation), Rei Safavi-Naini, (Complexity and Cryptography)

Michael Gastpar, (Shannon Theory/Network Info. Th.),  Keith Martin, (Complexity and Cryptography)

Patrick Hayden, (Quantum Information Theory), Adriaan van Wijngaarden, (Communications)



 Special issue, December 2008
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PAREJA vs. MANUSCRIPT CENTRAL
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Pareja Manuscript Central (CL version)

 User must enter three fields (first and last 

name, email).  Searches the records that start 

exactly with those fields. Entering only the last 

name or part of it is not enough.

 Sometimes returns unwanted results and may 

insert records with erroneous email addresses.

 Visualization requires painful window scrolling 

in order to get to the needed record.

 Interface is not intuitive. The button 

“update/add reviewer” has multiple behaviors 

and is used to search or add reviewer.

 Has a frame for reviewer search 

that allows better scanning of 

the database.

 There is a button to insert the 

reviewer found.

 There is a button to insert a new 

reviewer.

 Visualizes up to eight reviewers 

in a short frame (no need to 

scroll) without disturbing details 

un address and phone numbers. 

Everything is available at a 

glance.

Feature: Reviewer search
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Pareja Manuscript Central (CL version)

 Primitive, does not summarize information at 

different levels but always provides the 

maximum details available. Users have to scroll 

up and down in order to find the information 

needed.

 Frame-based, separates 

information in different areas 

and provides different levels of 

detail as needed.

Feature: User interface
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Pareja Manuscript Central (CL version)

 Generates emails of limited length (the 

insertion of the abstract would exceed this 

length).

 Requires the insertion of email templates to be 

generated from scratch by the AE.

 Does not store emails

 All emails to reviewers are 

stored in the system.

 Provides sophisticated handling 

of reminders.

 Email templates are customized 

on a journal-wide basis even 

though AE’s may modify them. 

 As a result, correspondence 

from the journal to the authors 

is more systematic and 

professional.

Feature: E-mail
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Pareja Manuscript Central (CL version)

 The system owner can probably see everything 

(including reviewer names) while the EiC has 

limited access, cannot access AEs’ record.

 The EiC has full control on every 

feature of the system.

Feature: Management


