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ABSTRACT
Since ancient times, especially from the sixteenth century, the effectiveness of relationships in any knowledge 
area has always been guided by productivity indicators. The health service therefore does not constitute 
an exception. And so, publications in health reflect the core of studies that originated them. Nursing, as a 
recent profession, still lacks a proper measurement model, since it is strongly influenced by the biomedical 
standard. Nevertheless, it is unquestionable the numerical increment of nursing publications worldwide. 
However, this quantitative progress is not proportional to the quality of publications; maybe due to the 
aforementioned biomedical model of hierarchical organization of studies, or maybe due to the eminently 
descriptive characteristic of their findings. Thus, the nursing area lacks intervention-type research that provide 
a real measurement of the effects of actions of nurses.
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Since ancient times, especially from the six-
teenth century, the effectiveness of relationships 
in any knowledge area has always been guided 
by productivity indicators. The health service 
therefore does not constitute an exception. 
And so, publications in health reflect the core 
of studies that originated them.

Nursing, as a recent profession, still lacks a 
proper measurement model, since it is strongly 
influenced by the biomedical standard. Ne-
vertheless, it is unquestionable the numerical 
increment of nursing publications worldwide(1). 
However, this quantitative progress is not pro-
portional to the quality of publications; maybe 
due to the aforementioned biomedical model 
of hierarchical organization of studies, or maybe 
due to the eminently descriptive characteristic 
of their findings(2). Thus, the nursing area lacks 
intervention-type research that provide a real 
measurement of the effects of actions of nurses.

On the other hand, the Coordination for Im-
provement of Higher Education Personnel (CA-
PES) in Brazil and related international agencies 
evaluate their own postgraduate courses based 
on derivatives of the strictu sensu programs, es-
pecially with regard to the triad: advisor, student 
and researched object. Although other factors 
are considered, the frequency and quantity of 
publications resulting from this triad is really 
relevant. However, a poor qualitative analysis of 
these has already been noted.

This modus operandi establishes a real 
“food chain” with adverse effects on the qua-
lity of published material. The chain begins by 
the regulatory institution of the postgraduate 
programs pressing the coordinators regarding 
the triennial production metrics. These, in turn, 
push the guiding teachers, who invariably push 
their mentees. And this creates loopholes that 
sometimes go so far as to undermine the primary 
function of post-graduate studies: to create and 
develop critical and reflective thinking in order 
to train researchers(3).

Of these untimely “strategies” of article 
production line, the salami science was already 
discussed in a previous editorial(4), and also the 
logic of each discipline, an article, among others. 
It should be noted that during the master’s and 
doctoral courses, many disciplines have few 
meetings, and others are essentially virtual. 
Therefore, it is counterproductive qualitatively 
from five or six meetings to conceive, gestate 
and give birth to a quality publication.

Issues that arise subsequent to that produc-
tion line of articles are: Why so many garbage 
is published? Is it good if it was published? Do 
we live in an evidence-based illiteracy(5)? Do the 
impact factor, SCImago H index and the stratifi-
cation of journal in Capes Qualis guarantee the 
quality of the manuscript?

And what are the things in common in 
these fast reports that have no time to pro-
ject design, approval by an ethics committee, 
data analysis and manuscript preparation? 
The answer is, almost invariably, studies poor 
reviewed, skewed, with no possibility of repli-
cation, and which will face serious difficulties of 
acceptance in journals that can effectively score 
for the author, for the program and especially for 
the research consumers.

So, at the end of this food chain comes the 
melancholic conclusion that while everybody 
ate, nobody got fed indeed. And to the potential 
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researchers remain the setback of having their 
first job after entering the course, deprecated. 
Therefore, the recommendation of this editorial 
is to produce less, but write better. Secondary 
nature research and reviews of any kind are 
studies of high evidence and as such cannot be 
trivialized because of this perverse production 
matrix, at the risk of finding no place for publica-
tion, a phenomenon already seen with relative 
frequency. However, the details about the review 
studies are the subject to the next editorial.
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