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To be effective, research on natural resource management and conservation must be 
communicated to practitioners involved in hands-on conservation efforts and to policy 
makers. However, the results of scientific research are often not readily applied in man-
agement. Likewise, many applied conservation schemes do not reflect current research 
knowledge. The “knowledge-implementation-gap” (Knight et al. 2008) is becoming 
increasingly obvious. As a consequence, the 10th Party of the Convention on Biological 
Diversity, in Nagoya held in October 2010, identified a strengthened link between sci-
ence and policy as an explicit target (http://www.cbd.int/sp/targets/). This requires new 
alliances between science, economics, policy makers, and natural resource managers 
(Briggs and Knight 2011).

Four years ago the journal Nature Conservation was established to address these 
challenges (Henle et al. 2012). It had and still has as a major goal to support synergis-
tic interactions among scientists, policy-makers and managers. This is a practical task. 
The knowledge base of conservation biologists is already extensive, and the numbers 
of experienced practitioners are increasing around the world. The task is to bring dif-
ferent specialists together and create a forum that supports knowledgeable practices, 
and to learn from the experience – successes and failures – of all parties. The journal 
specifically aims at strengthening the link between science, policy and management by 
publishing timely, innovative papers with clear practical relevance.
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Strengthening the link between science, policy and management is not only a major 
challenge for applied biodiversity conservation (Carmen et al. 2015) but also for jour-
nals, especially new ones. Scientists are primarily rewarded for the number of publica-
tions in international journals with high impact factors (Alberts 2013). However, many 
of these journals are not accessible to those working in nature conservation manage-
ment or policy. Achievements in the transfer of knowledge from science to policy and 
applied nature conservation are more difficult to measure. These difficulties were faced 
initially also by Nature Conservation. In the first three years it was challenging to obtain 
a sufficiently larger number of articles that were both scientifically of high quality and 
at the same time highly relevant for nature conservation.

Despite these challenges Nature Conservation managed to publish 12, 13, and 13 
articles in 2012, 2013, and 2014. The number grew to 21 in 2015, and after the 
acceptance for tracking by two of the largest abstract and citation databases of peer-
reviewed literature Thomson Reuters’ Web-of-Science and Scopus, the number of 
submissions has recently increased. The rejection rate in the first four years was 60%. 
Most of the published articles were research articles (Fig. 1). Although there is some 
geographic bias in the submission of articles, we are proud that the geographic origin 
of authors is very broad, already comprising authors from 38 countries (Fig. 2). An 
overview of the most productive authors can be found at http://natureconservation.
pensoft.net/most_productive_authors.

The two most frequently viewed articles published in the first four years is by van 
Sway et al. (2012) on the Dos and Don’ts for the butterflies of the Habitats Directive 
of the European Union (viewed 17978 times) and by Kideghesho et al. (2013) on 
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Figure 1. Distribution of published articles by type.
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Figure 2. Distribution of authors by origin.
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challenges in biodiversity conservation in Tanzania (viewed 14384 times). A further 
list of frequently viewed articles can be found at http://natureconservation.pensoft.net/
browse_journal_articles?sortby=1. The large number of views indicate that these papers 
are viewed also by those working in or interested in applied nature conservation.

Nature Conservation specifically facilitates authors in generating impact in applied 
nature conservation. The Public Relations team of Pensoft supports authors in generat-
ing news stories on papers that appeared in Nature Conservation. For example, news 
stories on the illegal trade of the Indian star tortoises were published, among others, in 
The Guardian, National Geographic, Science News Magazine. The butterfly publica-
tion of van Sway et al. (2012) was featured in the European Research and Develop-
ment Information Service (CORDIS). Similarly, press releases on Eurekalert obtained 
high numbers of views by science journalists e.g., “Aging nestling Carnaby’s cockatoo, 
Calyptorhynchus latirostris, and estimating the timing and length of the breeding sea-
son” (2,932 views) and “A critical review of the Mediterranean sea turtle rescue net-
work: a web looking for a weaver” (2,612 views).

Quality journals cannot exist without authors profiting from publishing in the 
journal and without the voluntary work of reviewers and editors. We are deeply grate-
ful to all the reviewers and editors (named at http://natureconservation.pensoft.net/
most_active_reviewers and http://natureconservation.pensoft.net/most_active_editors) 
that helped achieving a timely evaluation of all published articles.

We hope that our readers enjoy the publications in Nature Conservation and will 
consider submitting manuscripts that may make a difference for biodiversity policy 
and management and nature conservation at large.
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