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Internationality as a concept is being applied ambiguously, particularly in the world of
academic journal publication. Although different criteria are used by scientometrists in order to
measure internationality and to supplement its minimal literal meaning, the present study suggests
that no single criterion alone is sufficient. This paper surveys, critically-assesses and extends the
existing measures of internationality in the context of academic publishing and identifies those
criteria that are most clearly resolved and amenable to quantitative analysis. When applied,
however, to a case study of four thematically-connected journals from the field of Health and
Clinical Psychology using descriptive statistics and the Gini Coefficient, the measurement of
internationality using these criteria was found to be ambiguous. We conclude that internationality
is best viewed as a mathematically fuzzy entity and that a single measure Internationality Index,
constructed from a combination of suitably weighted criteria, is the only way to unambiguously
quantify the degree of internationality.

Introduction
Although the technological developments in the electronic era have introduced new
modes of interaction between academics, publications in academic journals, either in
print form or online, remain a vital element in the process of academic communication
and evaluation. In particular, publications in prestigious journals are used as important
quality indicators. This emphasizes the need for carefully contemplated criteria and
quantitative indices to assess journal information.
Several criteria have been proposed; one of them being the internationality of a
journal. This criterion is constantly receiving more attention in a world that is tending
toward a globalization of ideas. Thus, a single quantitative measure of internationality
in the form of an internationality index, akin to the Journal Impact Factor, would be an
indispensable tool in the hands of authors, readers, editors, publishers and generally
anyone interested in the evaluation of journals and consequently of the articles
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