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Abstract

A bibliometric analysis of research articles published in the Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology
(JCCP) during the first 10 years (2001-2010) of the new millennium was provided. There were
457 original research articles, which were cited 6,187 times in 4,227 citing papers (January 25,
2012). Although the largest number of articles were authored by researchers from the United
States (52.3%), Canada (12.0%), and People’s Republic of China (11.6%), the highest impact
articles were written by Israeli (30.5 citations per article), Estonian (29.5), and Swiss (23.6) psy-
chologists. The country self-citation rates or biases were highest in the United States (+22.9%),
the Netherlands (+20.7%), and People’s Republic of China (+20.5%), showing that the small-
world networks operate most strongly in these three countries.As revealed by a cross-journal
citation pattern, JCCP had the strongest influence on personality and social psychology research
and negligible on intelligence and cognitive research. The impact of the research articles pub-
lished in JCCP on the core psychology journals remained at the same (modest) level, while the
journal self-citation bias demonstrated a slight increase during the last 10 years.
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Unlike the representatives of many other disciplines, cross-cultural researchers seem to be rela-
tively more reflective concerning their own activity. Several SWOT and bibliometric analyses of
the Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology (JCCP), the main platform of the cross-cultural
research community, have been published during the last few decades (Allik, Massoudi, Realo,
& Rossier, 2012; Best & Everett, 2010; Brouwers, Van Hemert, Breugelmans, & Van de Vijver,
2004; Lonner, 1980; Lonner, Smith, van de Vijver, & Murdock, 2010; van de Vijver, 2006; van
de Vijver & Lonner, 1995). For instance, one of the most recent analyses found that besides more
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sophisticated methodologies and data analyses, a trend toward a predominance of social psycho-
logical topics had grown stronger along with an increase in studies based on self-reports (Brouwers
et al., 2004). It was shown that the majority of empirical comparative studies were based on self-
reports and have been done by researchers from the United States and other English-speaking
countries (Best & Everett, 2010). An analysis also showed that the majority (52%) of empirical
studies published in JCCP in 2009 involved a comparison of only two different ethnic, racial, or
cultural groups. Most frequently, as could be predicted, American students were compared with
their age mates in an East Asian country like China, Japan, or Korea. Bizarrely, in that year there
were even 13 studies (22%) in which cross-cultural comparison was impossible since all partici-
pants were from the same culture (Allik et al., 2012).

It is expected that when it comes to a decision to cite or not to cite a previously published
article, a preference is given to another member of the same research community whose research
questions, methods used, and proposed theories are more understandable to the citing authors
(Baldi, 1998). For this simple reason not only infectious diseases spread more easily in small-
world networks (Allik, 2012; Watts & Strogatz, 1998) but also practices of mutual citation.
Unlike many other countries, researchers from the United States demonstrate a strong country
self-citation bias: They are more likely to cite articles that were written by their compatriots
rather than non-U.S. authors (Allik, 2012; Jaffe, 2011). Thus, the citation practices may be indic-
ative of the social network that exists in the research community.

One of the main goals of this bibliometric analysis is to compare JCCP in the first 10 years of
the new millennium with bibliometric indicators of the nine principal personality journals—Journal
of Personality and Social Psychology, Journal of Personality, Journal of Research in Personality,
European Journal of Personality, Personality and Individual Differences, Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, Personality and Social Psychology Review, Journal of Personality
Assessment, and Journal of Personality Disorders—for the same period (Allik, 2012).

Methods

All searches were done in the Web of Science (WoS; Thomson Reuters) database on January 25,
2012. Altogether, there were 528 items published in JCCP during the period from 2001 to 2010.
In all reported searches, the items that were classified as editorial materials, corrections, and
book reviews were excluded. Four parts of the United Kingdom—England, Scotland, Wales, and
North Ireland—are indexed separately in the WoS. Hong Kong, however, is not treated as a
separate entity in WoS and is included in the records of the People’s Republic of China. All
analyzed articles were classified as belonging to a specific country or territory if at least one of
the authors has an address of this country or territory. A single article was assigned to all affili-
ations mentioned in the address section. The order of authors was ignored in all analyses.

Results

There were 457 original research articles published in JCCP during the period from 2001 to
2010. These articles were cited 6,187 times in 4,227 citing articles in journals (including JCCP)
indexed by the WoS. Thus, the average citation rate was 13.5 citations per article, a figure com-
parable to the 10-year impact factors of such personality journals as Journal of Personality
(17.2) or European Journal of Personality (12.6). This is slightly lower than the average citation
rate (17.5) of the nine principal personality journals for the same period of time (Allik, 2012)
but still more than two times higher than of Cross-Cultural Research (5.6 citations per article).
In Table 1, a list of 20 countries is presented whose researchers (irrespective of their position in
the list of authors) published the largest number of articles in JCCP during the period from 2001
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Table I. Twenty Countries That Published the Largest Number of Articles in JCCP During the Period
from 2001 to 2010

Rank Countries/Territories Articles Articles% Cit CitArt CitArt% H Cit-Per-Article

I United States 239 52.30% 3,230 2,419 4471% 3l 13.51
2 Canada 55 12.04% 748 693 8.92% 14 13.60
3 People’s Republic of China 53 11.60% 762 639 9.35% I3 14.38
4 The Netherlands 46 10.07% 712 665 8.80% 16 15.48
5  Germany 44 9.63% 792 675 722% 16 18.00
6  Japan 39 853% 612 515 2.67% 13 15.69
7  England 38 832% 536 508 8.19% 12 14.11
8 lIsrael 30 657% 916 763 433% 14 30.53
9  Australia 25 547% 217 209 442% 7 8.68
10 New Zealand 22 481% 357 334 227% 10 16.23
I Turkey 18 3.94% 252 246 291% 5 14.00
12 Belgium I5 328% 256 247 2.82% 5 17.07
13 Singapore 15 3.28% 185 170 2.65% 8 12.33
14 Spain I3 2.85% 200 197 353% 5 15.38
I5  Estonia 12 2.63% 354 319 1.25% 7 29.50
16  India I 241% 224 217 1.09% 6 20.36
17 Switzerland I 241% 260 257 220% 6 23.64
18  Lebanon 9 1.97% 170 162 0.52% 6 18.89
19  Brazil 8 1.75% 125 125 0.83% 4 15.63
20  France 8 1.75% 167 162 2.15% 6 20.88
All 457 100% 6,187 4,227 100% 36 13.54

Note: Articles% = the percentage of articles from the total of 457; Cit = the number of citations; CitArt = the number
of citing articles; CitArt% = percentage among citing articles; H = Hirsch-index; Cit-per-article = the number of
citations per paper.

to 2010. As expected, the United States was the most productive country with its researchers
being co-authors of 52.3% of all articles. These articles also collected the largest number of cita-
tions (Cit = 3,230). The top 20 of the most productive countries contains many countries famil-
iar from any other scientific productivity ranking (Schafer, 2012). However, Turkey, India, and
Lebanon are countries whose particular strength seems to be in cross-cultural research. In these
and especially smaller countries, few active researchers were typically behind the observed
productivity. In total, the authors of these 457 research articles were from 96 countries or terri-
tories. In the spirit of the research topic, the geography of JCCP authors is more than two times
broader than it is in any of the nine leading personality journals (Allik et al., 2012). From
53 articles produced by the People’s Republic of China, 34 (64%) were authored by
researchers residing in Hong Kong.

In general, the U.S. researchers are not only most productive in all scientific fields but also
among the top three countries receiving the largest number of citations per article (Schafer,
2012). In JCCP, the most influential articles attracting the largest number of citations were
authored by researchers from small countries such as Israel (30.5 citations per article), Estonia
(29.5), and Switzerland (23.6). The average impact of articles authored by U.S. researchers was
close to the average (13.5).

I also computed the percentage for each country of the total 4,227 articles citing at least one
of which was published in JCCP during the period from 2001 to 2010. For example, 44.7% of
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these citing article were authored by the U.S. researchers. Thus, one can compute the publishing-
citing balance, which was +7.6% (52.3—44.7) in favor of publishing for the U.S. researchers. A
relatively high balance in favor of publishing was in Japan (+5.9%), Canada (+3.1%), and New
Zealand (+2.5%). On the other end of the scale were researchers from Spain (—=0.7%) and France
(—0.4%), who were more frequently among those who cited articles published in JCCP rather
among their authors.

It was recently observed that some countries such as China, the United States, and Iran dem-
onstrate an abnormally high country self-citation rate: Researchers from these countries are dis-
proportionably more likely to cite articles that were authored by their own countrymen rather
than representative of any other nation (Allik, 2012; Jaffe, 2011). For example, 329 articles
authored or co-authored by the U.S. researchers were cited in 2,419 article. From these citing
articles, 56.0% had at least one author who was working in one U.S. academic institution. There
were, however, 218 JCCP articles authored exclusively by non-U.S. researchers. These articles
were cited by 2,345 articles, among which the percentage of the U.S. authors was only 33.0%.
The difference of 22.9% is a measure of the country self-citation rate or self-citation bias. I also
computed the country self-citation rate to several other productive countries. For instance,
People’s Republic of China and the Netherlands were characterized by a relatively elevated level
of self-citation bias of 20.5% and 20.7%, respectively. On the other hand, the country self-citation
rate was rather moderate for Canada (10.6%) and Germany (11.2%).

In Table 2, the list of the most cited articles from 2001 to 2010 are shown. These 21 articles
(there was a tie between two articles in 2009) had exactly 100 coauthors (about 4.8 coauthors per
article) from 33 different countries. Shalom Schwartz of Hebrew University had three articles
among the top citations. There were nine authors who were represented with two articles.

It is not very surprising that many authors who have written highly cited articles are also
among the most productive authors. Table 3 demonstrates a list of the 22 most productive
authors of JCCP who have published at least five articles in it during the last 10 years. Quite
expectedly, Shalom Schwartz also leads the impact ranking. His five articles were cited on aver-
age 76.3 times each.

It was also interesting to see whose work relies most on articles published in JCCP. For that
I analyzed the 4,227 citing articles to reveal the “best friends” who cited JCCP articles. Table 4
shows 21 authors who cited most frequently articles that were published in JCCP during the
period from 2001 to 2010.

Finally, I compiled a list of the top 20 journals most frequently citing articles that were pub-
lished in JCCP during the period of 2001 to 2010 (see Table 5). Typical of most scientific jour-
nals, articles published in JCCP were most frequently cited by articles published in the same
journal. Approximately 6.1% of all citing articles were published in JCCP. Understandably, this
list overlaps with the similar table that was published for the period from 2000 to 2008
(Lonner et al., 2010, Table 2). Virtually all leading personality and social psychology journals
were among these 20 most frequently citing journals. Besides cross-cultural research itself
(Cross Cultural Research, Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology), the topics pub-
lished in JCCP were also relevant to human development (International Journal of Behavioral
Development), affective factors (Emotions), and management (Journal of International Business
Studies, International Journal of Human Resource Management) science. The fact that journals
devoted to the study of mental abilities (e.g., Intelligence) and cognitive functions (Cognition,
Cognitive Psychology, Memory and Cognition, etc.) were not even in the top hundred seems not
to be accidental.

Figure 1 demonstrates the frequency of journal self-citation during the last 10 years. There
was a slight increase of the percentage of the self-citations, #(10) = .65, p = .04. For a compari-
son, I compiled a list of the generalist psychology journals that included Annual Review of
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Table 2. The Most Cited Articles Published in JCCP from 2001 to 2010

Year

Article

Citations

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

Schwartz, S. H., Melech, G., Lehmann, A,, Burgess, S., Harris, M., & Owens,V. (2001).
Extending the cross-cultural validity of the theory of basic human values with a
different method of measurement. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 32(5),
519-542.

Schwartz, S. H., & Bardi,A. (2001).Value hierarchies across cultures—Taking a
similarities perspective. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 32(3), 268-290.

Benet-Martinez,V.,, Leu, . X,, Lee, F, & Morris, M.W. (2002). Negotiating
biculturalism—Cultural frame switching in biculturals with oppositional versus
compatible cultural identities. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 33(5), 492-516.

Leung, K., Bond, M. H., de Carrasquel, S. R., Munoz, C., Hernandez, M., Murakami,

F, et al. (2002). Social axioms—The search for universal dimensions of general
beliefs about how the world functions. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 33(3),
286-302.

Byrne, B. M., & Watkins, D. (2003). The issue of measurement invariance revisited.
Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 34(2), 155-175.

Kobayashi, C., & Brown, J. D. (2003). Self-esteem and self-enhancement in Japan and
America. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 34(5), 567-580.

Allik, J., & McCrae, R. R. (2004). Toward a geography of personality traits—Patterns
of profiles across 36 cultures. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 35(1), 13-28.

Smith, P. B. (2004). Acquiescent response bias as an aspect of cultural
communication style. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 35(1), 50-61.

Kagitcibasi, C. (2005). Autonomy and relatedness in cultural context—Implications
for self and family. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 36(4), 403-422.

Johnson, T, Kulesa, P, Cho,Y. |., & Shavitt, S. (2005).The relation between culture and
response styles—Evidence from |9 countries. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology,
36(2),264-277.

Keller, H., Lamm, B.,Abels, M.,Yovsi, R., Borke, J., Jensen, H., et al. (2006). Cultural
models, socialization goals, and parenting ethnotheories—A multicultural analysis.
Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 37(2), 155-172.

Tadmor, C.T,, & Tetlock, P. E. (2006). Biculturalism: A model of the effects of second-
culture exposure on acculturation and integrative complexity. Journal of Cross-
Cultural Psychology, 37(2), 173-190.

Schmitt, D. P, Allik, J., McCrae, R. R, Benet-Martinez, V., Alcalay, L., Ault, L., et al.
(2007).The geographic distribution of big five personality traits—Patterns and
profiles of human self-description across 56 nations. Journal of Cross-Cultural
Psychology, 38(2), 173-212.

Thompson, E. R. (2007). Development and validation of an internationally reliable
short-form of the positive and negative affect schedule (Panas). Journal of Cross-
Cultural Psychology, 38(2),227-242.

Matsumoto, D.,Yoo, S. H., Fontaine, )., Anguas-Wong,A. M., Arriola, M.,Ataca, B., et
al. (2008). Mapping expressive differences around the world—The relationship
between emotional display rules and individualism versus collectivism. Journal of
Cross-Cultural Psychology, 39(1), 55-74.

Fontaine, J.R.]., Poortinga,Y. H., Delbeke, L., & Schwartz, S. H. (2008). Structural
equivalence of the values domain across cultures—Distinguishing sampling
fluctuations from meaningful variation. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 39(4),
345-365.

Tadmor, C.T,, Tetlock, P. E., & Peng, K. P. (2009). Acculturation strategies and
integrative complexity: The cognitive implications of biculturalism. Journal of Cross-
Cultural Psychology, 40(1), 105-139.
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Table 2. (continued)

Year Article Citations

Brown, J. D,, Cai, H. J., Oakes, M. A., & Deng, C. P. (2009). Cultural similarities in I
self-esteem functioning: East is east and west is west, but sometimes the twain do
meet. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 40(1), 140-157.

Chiu, C.Y,, Mallorie, L., Keh, H.T., & Law, W. (2009). Perceptions of culture in 11
multicultural space: Joint presentation of images from two cultures increases
in-group attribution of culture-typical characteristics. Journal of Cross-Cultural
Psychology, 40(2), 282-300.

2010  Murray, D.R., & Schaller, M. (2010). Historical prevalence of infectious diseases 9
within 230 geopolitical regions: A tool for investigating origins of culture. Journal of
Cross-Cultural Psychology, 41(1), 99-108.

Leung,A. K.Y, & Chiu, C.Y.(2010). Multicultural experience, idea receptiveness, and 8
creativity. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 4 1(5-6), 723-741.

Table 3. Authors Publishing Most Frequently in JCCP,2001 to 2010

Rnk Authors Papers Percent of N = 457 Cit CitArt H Cit-Per-Article
| Chiu CY 10 2.19% 100 88 6 10.00
2 Keller H 10 2.19% 91 65 6 9.10
3 Kurman ) 10 2.19% 195 169 6 19.50
4 Benet-MartinezV 9 1.97% 309 251 6 34.33
5 Bond MH 8 1.75% 226 183 6 28.25
6 Leung K 8 1.75% 406 311 7 50.75
7 Schwartz SH 8 1.75% 610 524 6 76.25
8 Smith PB 7 1.53% 233 217 5 33.29
9 Ward C 7 1.53% 192 184 7 27.43

10 Allik | 6 1.31% 270 243 5 45.00

I Fischer R 6 1.31% 105 100 4 17.50

12 Lee K 6 1.31% 20 19 3 3.33

13 Liu JH 6 1.31% 53 46 4 8.83

14 Matsumoto D 6 1.31% 73 71 4 12.17

15 PoortingaYH 6 1.31% 129 125 3 21.50

16 Van de Vliert E 6 1.31% 73 60 5 12.17

17 Cabecinhas R 5 1.09% 100 96 4 20.00

18 Harb C 5 1.09% 199 182 5 39.80

19 Hofer | 5 1.09% 30 28 3 6.00

20 Lamm B 5 1.09% 56 48 4 11.20

21 McCrae RR 5 1.09% 203 176 5 40.60

22 Yamaguchi S 5 1.09% 187 154 4 37.40

Note: Cit = citations; CitArt = citing articles; H = Hirsch-index; Cit-per-article = citations per article.

Psychology, Psychological Bulletin, Psychological Review, American Psychologist, European
Psychologist, Psychological Science, Perspective of Psychological Science, and Behavioural
and Brain Sciences. 1 also included three general science magazines: Nature, Science, and the
Proceedings of the National Academy of Science of the United States. The percentage of the cit-
ing articles published in these eight core psychology journals and three general science maga-
zines remained approximately on the same level, fluctuating around the 4.4% level.
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Table 4. Authors of Articles Citing Most Frequently Articles That Were Published in JCCP During the
Period From 2001 to 2010

Rank Author Articles Articles%
| Bond MH 39 0.92%
2 Chiu CY 32 0.76%
3 Keller H 31 0.73%
4 Matsumoto D 29 0.69%
5 Schwartz §J 27 0.64%
6 Allik | 25 0.59%
7 Van de Vijver FJR 25 0.59%
8 Furnham A 24 0.57%
9 Schwartz SH 24 0.57%

10 Fischer R 23 0.54%

I Cheung FM 21 0.50%

12 Leung K 21 0.50%

13 Realo A 20 0.47%

14 Van de Vliert E 20 0.47%

15 McCrae RR 19 0.45%

16 Ryan RM I8 0.43%

17 Smith PB 18 0.43%

18 Heine §) 17 0.40%

19 Schaufeli WB 17 0.40%

20 Lamm B 16 0.38%

21 Rohner RP 16 0.38%

Note:Articles = number of articles citing articles published in JCCP during the period 2001-2010;Articles% =
percentage of the total number of articles (N = 4,227) citing articles published in JCCP during the period 2001-2010.

During the past several decades there has been a steady increase in the number of cross-
cultural articles that are being published not only in many other psychology journals but in
journals that are only tangentially related to JCCP. A search of journals in such areas as nursing,
speech and hearing disorders, and physical therapy (to name just a few) will show, as dedicated
cross-cultural psychologists have often pointed out, that “everyone has discovered culture.” To
analyze what could be called a healthy diffusion of cross-cultural research, I selected from gen-
eralist, personality, social and applied psychology, business, and health journals a representa-
tive sample of 46 journals that have more frequently than others published cross-cultural
articles.' Figure 1 demonstrates the percentage of articles that explicitly used cross-culture,
cross-cultural, or similar phrases in the title, abstract, or keywords relative to the total number
of articles in these 46 journals. From a total of 46,587 articles, only 2.2% mentioned cross-
culture in the title, abstract, or keywords. This number remained fairly constant during the
period of observation.

Discussion

Time and again, psychologists become worried about their habitual practice of studying conve-
nience samples of students attending introductory psychology courses. Recent highly publicized
articles in Behavioral and Brain Sciences, Nature, and Science alarmed the research community
with the well-known fact that in the top psychological journals 96% of all research participants
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Table 5. Twenty Journals Most Often Citing Articles That Were Published in JCCP During the Period
From 2001 to 2010

Rank Journal Articles Articles%
| Journal of Cross Cultural Psychology 257 6.08%
2 International Journal of Intercultural Relations 99 2.34%
3 Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 82 1.94%
4 Asian Journal of Social Psychology 58 1.37%
5 Personality and Individual Differences 50 1.18%
6 Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin 48 1.14%
7 Journal of Research in Personality 40 0.95%
8 International Journal of Behavioral Development 37 0.88%
9 Cross-Cultural Research 33 0.78%

10 Journal of International Business Studies 32 0.76%

I European Journal of Personality 31 0.73%

12 Journal of Personality 31 0.73%

13 International Journal of Psychology 30 0.71%

14 Cultural Diversity Ethnic Minority Psychology 29 0.69%

15 Emotion 29 0.69%

16 European Journal of Social Psychology 28 0.66%

17 Journal of Experimental Social Psychology 28 0.66%

18 Journal of Applied Social Psychology 27 0.64%

19 Journal of Youth and Adolescence 27 0.64%

20 International Journal of Human Resource Management 26 0.62%

22%

—e— JCCP self-citations

20% } -m=- Cited by core psychology
--e-- Cross-cultur* papers

18%
16%
14%
12%
10% |
8% |
6% |
4% |

2% t

0%

2001 2003 2005 2007
2002 2004 2006

2009

2010

Figure |. Percentage of JCCP Self-Citations, Citations of JCCP Articles by the Core Psychology Journals
From All Citing Articles, and Prevalence of Cross-Culture Articles Among All Psychology Articles
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were from Western industrialized countries (Henrich, Heine, & Norenzayan, 2010a, 2010b;
Jones, 2010). In the community of cross-cultural researchers, it is common knowledge that psy-
chology that is rooted predominantly in Western culture—sometimes called WASP (Western
Academic Scientific Psychology)—cannot pretend to have automatic and meaningful relevance
to the majority of the world (Berry, Poortinga, Segall, & Dasen, 2002), reflecting only a small
minority of WEIRD (Western, Educated, Industrialized, Rich, and Democratic) people (Henrich
et al., 2010a). Even though cross-cultural psychology has been aware of the danger of studying
exclusively “weird” people, it is much easier to formulate than avoid this shallow propensity. As
it was already mentioned in the introduction, even a majority of empirical studies published in
JCCP involved a comparison of only two different ethnic, racial, or cultural groups, one of
which usually belonged to the “weird” category (Allik et al., 2012).

Most fields of psychology are dominated by large numbers of U.S. psychologists. Usually
they are not only the most productive, publishing from half to three thirds of all articles, but also
the most influential, collecting the largest number of citations per each published article. Even
compared with personality psychology, role of the U.S. scientist in JCCP is more modest.
Although they still produced the largest number of articles in JCCP, their impact—the number
of citations per article—ranked 18th in the list of the most influential countries. This relatively
modest position was achieved despite a considerable country self-citation bias: The U.S. authors
were 22.9% more likely to cite an article when it was written by U.S. rather than non-U.S.
authors. This U.S. self citation-bias was even larger than in personality psychology, where at
14.5% it was still the largest among all other countries (Allik, 2012). Although the country self-
citation bias can be influenced by a variety of reasons, one likely source is a strong cooperative
“ingroup” network, which inclines researchers to ask the same research questions and to use
similar methodology and theoretical interpretations, the result of which is a pattern of mutual
citations. However, these local country networks are obviously overshadowed by a larger inter-
national network operating within JCCP. No other psychology journal has contributors from
nearly 100 countries or territories. This analysis contributed to a previously reached conclusion
that JCCP continues to be a truly international enterprise in which even small countries can
influence the content of the journal.

Members of the cross-cultural research community, and especially those who are involved in
some way with JCCP, have been promoting the idea of the cross-cultural diversity for more than
four decades. That mission has been to contribute to psychological research, theory, and applica-
tions, as well as psychology education, in meaningful ways (Lonner, 1980, 2004; Lonner et al.,
2010). When taking into consideration the entire history of psychology, the influence of culture-
oriented psychologists shows that psychology has been enriched far beyond what it was decades
ago when culture was hardly mentioned. However, an observation of bibliometric trends of
JCCP during the last 10 years demonstrates that this mission is not yet accomplished. Among
many things that need to be done is to lower the journal self-citation rate, which increased during
the last decade. For a comparison, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, which is the
most cited psychology journal, receives only 4.1% of citations from articles that were published
in the same journal. It seems that JCCP has had a sufficiently strong impact only on personality
and social psychology journals. It is certainly telling that such journals as Intelligence or
Cognitive Psychology had no good reason to cite articles published in JCCP. The reflection of
the content published in JCCP during the last 10 years in the core psychological journals such as
Annual Review of Psychology, Psychological Bulletin, or Psychological Review has also
remained at a relatively modest level. There are no signs that the impact of JCCP on these gen-
eralist journals has considerably increased during the first decade of the new millennium. The
same seems to be true concerning cross-cultural research in general. Only a small fraction (2.2%)
of the mainstream psychology articles are reporting cross-cultural comparisons, and this fraction
has not considerably increased during the last 10 years. In spite of warnings, the majority of
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psychological journals seem to continue an ill repute practice of accepting articles from partici-
pants from only one ethnic, racial, or professional group, even if it is absolutely clear that the
results are not generalizable to the rest of the world.
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Note

1. Generalist journals (9): American Psychologist, Psychological Bulletin, Psychological Review,
Psychological Science, Annual Review of Psychology, Perspectives on Psychological Science, Review
of General Psychology, Current Directions in Psychological Science, and International Journal of
Psychology. Personality journals (9): Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, Journal of
Personality, Journal of Research in Personality, European Journal of Personality, Personality and
Individual Differences, Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, Personality and Social Psychology
Review, Journal of Personality Assessment, and Journal of Personality Disorders. Social and applied
psychology journals (14): Social and Applied Psychology, Journal of Experimental Social Psychology,
British Journal of Social Psychology, Journal of Community Applied Social Psychology, European
Journal of Social Psychology, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, Asian Journal of Social
Psychology, Journal of Social and Clinical Psychology, Human Relations, Journal of Social Psychology,
Sex Roles, Journal of Comparative Family Studies, Social Indicators Research, and Journal of Applied
Psychology. Business journals (9): Journal of Business Research, International Marketing Review,
International Journal of Human Resource Management, Journal of Business Ethics, Journal of
Economic Psychology, Journal of Consumer Psychology, Journal of Vocational Behavior, Journal of
Management, and Journal of International Business Studies. Health journals (5): Journal of Health
Psychology, Journal of Counseling Psychology, Social Science Medicine, Health and Quality of Life
Outcomes, and Spine.
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