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International visibility, population and economic strength: Europe vs. United States

International visibility is operationalized here as relative number of publications per country in the international database PsycINFO in the timespan
from 2000 to 2009. These are related to 2008 per capita GDP and population size figures. Data of the European countries were aggregated into the
political entities European Union (EU), Group of 8 (G8, European members only) and countries not represented therin (,non-EU*). The left chart
clearly shows, that visibility is strongly related to economic strength, as indicated by the GDP (r=.97*, N=4), although there are exceptions to that
rule like Luxembourg or Norway with their extraordinarily high per capita GDP. In relation to the number of people who live in
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A publication-language history of psychology: From three languages to one

A historical view:
Languages of Psychology in the first half of the 20th century (Source: Psychological Index,Psychological Abstracts*)
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* Data by Fernberger (1917, 1926, 1936, 1946, 1956)

Modern day: 2000-2009 (Source: PsycINFO)
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Further thoughts

The publication-distribution in PsycINFO is ‘'fair' when related to countries‘ economic  Arnett, J.J. (2008). The neglected 95% - Why American Psycho-

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100%

strengh, but not when related to population size. Especially countries not in the EU logy needs to become less American. American Psychologist,
have a small chance of international visibility. 63, 602-614.

In PsycINFO, clearly English is the lingua franca of psychology. Other languages make Fernberger, S.W. (1917; 1926; 1396; 1946; 1956). On the number
up less than 6% of the database (since 2000). However, extrapolating from the con- of articles of psychological interest published in the different
tents of the German PSYNDEX database as well as the results of a survey conducted languages. American Journal of Psychology, 28, 37, 48, 59, 69.
by ZPID in the European psychological research community (Weichselgartner & Uhl, in Weichselgartner, E. & Uhl, M. (Eds.) (in press). Proceedings of the
press), it is safe to assume that most countries have a strong locally active commu- workshop on European Psychology Publication Issues.

nity that produces considerable native language output never showing up in PsycINFO.  Supplement to Psychology Science Quarterly. Lengerich: Pabst
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