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Why “not entirely scientific”?

• I am focusing on only one factor

• I don’t have submission statistics

• I am rounding numbers up or down to avoid 
too many fractional numbers



Effects of Double Blind
1997 1998 1999 2006 2007 2008

USA 79 83 79 72 61 47
Canada 5 2 2 2 6 6
Germany 7 5 10 5 4 5
France 2 5 2 0 3 0
Greece 0 2 0 0 1.5 3.5
UK 0 0 0 2 1.5 2.5
Netherlands 0 0 0 2 1.5 0
Italy 0 0 0 0 1.5 1
Switzerland 0 0 0 0 1.5 3.5
Israel 0 0 0 3 1.5 2.5
Japan 2 2 0 0 0 1
India 5 0 2 0 0 2.5
HK 0 0 2 5 4 8
Korea 0 0 2 2 4 1
Singapore 0 0 0 5 4 10.5
China 0 0 0 2 3 3.5
Australia 0 0 0 0 1.5 2.5
# institutions 26 23 27 45 45 54
Mean/Max PI 1.65/ 1.78 1.56 1.28 1.53 1.57

84 85 81 78 67 53

9 12 12 9 14.5 15.5

7 2 6 14 16.5 29



SIGMOD vs VLDB

SIGMOD VLDB
2006 2007 2008 2006 2007 2008

USA 72 61 47 63 60 60
Canada 2 6 6 7 4.5 5
Germany 5 4 5 6 2 1
France 0 3 0 1 4.5 0
Greece 0 1.5 3.5 1 1 0
UK 2 1.5 2.5 4 2 4
Netherlands 2 1.5 0 0 2 0
Italy 0 1.5 1 2.5 1 2
Switzerland 0 1.5 3.5 1 2 2
Other Europe (4) 0 0 0 1 4 2
Israel 3 1.5 2.5 2.5 2 4
Japan 0 0 1 1 0 0
India 0 0 2.5 2 2 3
HK 5 4 8 2.5 6.5 5
Korea 2 4 1 1 1 2
Singapore 5 4 10.5 4 1 2
China 2 3 3.5 0 3.5 3
Australia 0 1.5 2.5 0 0 4
Taiwan 0 0 0 0 0 1
# institutions 45 45 54 47 57 60
Mean/max P/I 1.28 1.53 1.57 1.77/6 1.60/5 1.57/5

78 67 53 70 64.5 65

9 14.5 15.5 16.5 18.5 10

14 16.5 29 10.5 14 20



Another Study


