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Abstract 
 

This paper attempts to explore “why the journals in most academic fields like 

economics refuse to accept Multiple-submission (or simultaneous submission).” In 

this study, we use a two-stage model involving publishers and academic authors to 

illustrate the process of submitting, reviewing, and the submission policy 

determining.  

 

The first model shows an indifference result for the whole academic industry to 

adopt a Sole-submission or a Multiple-submission rule when authors’ utility is 

time-irrelevant and the reviewing delays of both journals are identical. We latter 

introduce the effect of differentiated refereeing delay of journals on the authors’ 

submission behavior in chapter 4 and show that a journal with higher prestige will 

refuse to adopt multiple submission rule to avoid the possibility that a faster 

reviewing process may give the less prestigious journal ability to “steal” high quality 

papers from the more prestigious one under multiple-submission. 

  

The welfare is further studied in the later sections. We calculate the overall 

welfare of the industry and find that even thought the current sole-submission system 

is not necessarily welfare superior than multiple-submission, it seems that the rigidity 

of the submission rule is hard to be removed due to the conflicting interests between 

authors and publishers. 
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