International Journal of Social Science and Humanity, Vol. 5, No. 8, August 2015
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Abstract—Systematic Review has become an essential
scientific method to research in Computer Science, mainly
because interdisciplinary studies and scientific research in the
Internet are demanding it. This work provides a further
analysis on the subject through a systematic review in the
domain of Computer Science, which was performed using
scientific papers databases relevant to Computer Science, from
the years 2006 to 2012. Our research has shown that 75.5% of
the total number of papers are concentrated in the top 10
journals. Only 54.9% of the papers declared in the keywords
that it was a systematic review, and only 75.7% declared it in
their title. Additionally, our research has verified that 59.8% of
the papers are directly related to Software Engineering.

Index Terms—Computer science, technology and education,
interdisciplinary research, software engineering, systematic
review.

1. INTRODUCTION

Previously, we have presented a quantitative analysis of
systematic reviews in Computer Science [1] to show its
growing importance. In order to do that, a systematic review
had to be performed, that is, we have done a systematic
review of systematic reviews in Computer Science from 2006
to 2012. Herein, we continue our analysis seeking further
insights on the subject.

The importance of systematic reviews in Computer
Science as a scientific method had to be assessed, because not
only science itself is becoming more interdisciplinary [2], but
Computer Science researches are becoming even more
interdisciplinary. Especially, when the research is related to
the Internet or to human beings.

A systematic review is a method to identify the studies
related to a common subject that aims to obtain unbiased
knowledge in a comprehensive, systematic and replicable
review of the scientific literature. The use of this method in
health care studies was already consolidated in the 80’s [3] to
assess the strength and quality of scientific evidence,
especially with regards to clinical recommendations. Its
benefits are not only applicable in health researches, but it
has also been used in Social Sciences [4], [5].

The interdisciplinary approach in research is also a good
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enough motive for requiring systematic reviews. It implies in
the investigation of two or more fields. That may imply in
much more information to investigate than a traditional
single field research. This would prevent unwanted bias in
the scientific literature review and it could provide, as in the
case of Evidence-Based Medicine [3], the assessment of
strength and quality of scientific evidence.

Hence, this work is a qualitative analysis of Systematic
Reviews in the domain of Computer Science based on a
systematic review. For the organization of this paper, we
chose IMRAD structure [6]: introduction, methodology,
results and discussion. This structure is part of the uniform
requirements for manuscripts submitted to biomedicine
journals from the International Committee of Medical
Journal Editors. The adoption of this framework should
facilitate the information storage and retrieval in international
databases by search engines for research purposes like
systematic reviews and meta-analysis.

II. METHODOLOGY

A systematic review is a method that gathers a set of
similar primary studies that goes through a selection process
regarding some specified criteria. This work is based on a
systematic review to identify studies which also use the
systematic review in the field of Computer Science [1], that is,
a quantitative synthesis of other reviews of the literature
regarding the Information Technology area.

The Systematic Review performed to support this paper
was published in [1], which was based on the study of two
other Systematic Reviews in Computer Science, Breivold et
al. in [7], and Ampatzoglou and Stamelos in [8], which
followed the guidelines presented in [9].

By the way, the steps of a systematic review may be
divided in:

e To determine the rules for the review implementation;

o To establish the criteria for inclusion and exclusion;

o To investigate relevant studies;

o To assess the quality, the information extraction, and

the synthesis.

The systematic review presented in [1] showed the
statistics of publications of systematic reviews in Computer
Science between 2006 and 2012. A total of 3,645 articles
were examined, out of which 102 were selected, as shown in
Table I. Additionally, in Fig. 1, it is shown a direct
comparison of the number of selected publications from
scientific databases. Both Table I and Fig. 1 presented here
are an Errata of our previous work presented in [1].

Therefore, the methodology applied to develop this work
was a systematic review with deeper data analysis than
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presented before. Consequently, it may be considered the
continuation of our previous work [1].

TABLE I: OUTCOMES FROM RESEARCH GROUNDED ON SCIENTIFIC

DATABASES
Papers Papers in Inclused
Database Total results  published in pel
English papers
Journals
ACM 536 535 535 9
Compendex 131 41 40 5
Elsevier 584 584 584 56
IEEE 740 166 166 12
ISI. Web of 12 4 4 1
Science
Wiley 548 514 509 1
Springer 1094 333 325 18
TOTAL 3645 2178 2164 102
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Fig. 1. Comparison among databases.

III. RESULTS

The results presented in this section are a deeper analysis
of our systematic review presented in [1]. It is based on the
data contained in Tables II, IIT and IV, which comprehend the
period between 2006 and 2012.

From Table III — quantity of selected papers published per
journal, it is facile to notice that the top 10 journals regarding
the quantity of papers represent 75.5% (77/102). If we
consider a quartile analysis, we have that each quartile has 9
journals and they have the following percentage of papers:

e Q1-73.5(75/102);

e Q2-9.8(10/102);

e Q3-8.8(9/102);

e Q4 —8.8(9/102).

Additionally, it is quite evident the importance of the
journal “Information and Software Technology” of Elsevier,
because it responds for 39.2 % (40/102) of the selected
papers.

From inspection of Table IV, we can observe that the
following papers have the words “systematic” and “review”
in their titles: [S1], [S2], [S3], [S5], [S6], [S7], [S11], [S12],
[S13], [S14], [S15], [S16], [S17], [S18], [S19], [S20], [S21],
[S22], [S23], [S24], [S25], [S26], [S27], [S28], [S29], [S30],
[S31], [S32], [S33], [S34], [S35], [S36], [S37], [S38], [S39],

[S40], [S41], [S42], [S43], [S44], [S45], [S46], [S47], [S49],
[S50], [S511, [S52], [S53], [S55], [S56], [S58], [S63], [S64],
[S68], [S70], [S71], [S72], [S73], [S75], [S76], [ST7], [ST9],
[S80], [S82], [S85], [S86], [S87], [S88], [S89], [S91], [S92],
[S95], [S97], [S98], [S99], [S100], [S102]. That is, 77 papers
out of 102 (75.7%) express in their title that the paper is a
systematic review.

From the keyword list — Table V, we observe that the
expression “systematic review” appears only 56 times, that is,
it appears 54.9% (56/102) of the selected papers.

From Tables III and IV an analysis of terms related to
Software Engineering was performed. These lists show that:
the papers [S3], [S13], [S20], [S30], [S32], [S33],
[S34], [S39], [S43], [S44], [S54], [S57], [S58], [S62],
[S64], [S71], [S75], [S82], [S90], [S91], [S92], [S96]
contain in the keywords “software engineering”, that is,
22 of 102 papers (21.6%) express in their keywords
explicitly that their content is related to Software
Engineering;
and only the papers [S32], [S33], [S34], [S38], [S91],
[S96], [S39], [S43], [S44], [S54], [S57], [S58], [S64],
[S72], [S82] explicit in their titles that their content is
related to Software Engineering, or 14.7%.

However, a thorough examination of the titles and
keywords demonstrate that the list of papers related to
Software Engineering” is: [S2], [S3], [S6], [S12], [S13],
[S14], [S19], [S20], [S22], [S23], [S24], [S28], [S29], [S30],
[S32], [S33], [S34], [S36], [S37], [S38], [S39], [S41], [S43],
[S44], [S45], [S46], [S47], [S51], [S54], [S56], [S57], [S58],
[S59], [S60], [S62], [S64], [S66], [S68], [S71], [S73], [ST5],
[S77], [S78], [S81], [S82], [S86], [S88], [S90], [S91], [S92],
[S96], [S97], [S98], [S99], [S100]. In other words, 55 papers
out of 102 (53.9%) are directly related to Software
Engineering in their keywords.

17 None of them

Systematic Review Software Engineering

60 24

Both

Fig. 2. Relation among papers that declare if they are a systematic review and
of software engineering content.

TABLE II: PAPERS RELATED TO SOFTWARE ENGINEERING

Do not contain Software
Engineering in the title

Contain Software

Papers that Engineering in the title

Contain Software

Engineering in the key 13 9
word

Do not contain

Software Engineering 3 36

in the key word
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It is important to notice that it was difficult to determine if
the papers [S16], [S21], [S25], [S53], [S70], [S80], [S93],
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[S94], [S101] were related to Software Engineering only
through their title and keywords. Then reading their abstract
and introduction, we have determined that only the papers
[S21], [S25], [S70], [S80], [S93], [S101] were related to
Software Engineering. Hence, the total number of papers
related to Software Engineering are 61 or 59.8%, which are
analyzed in Fig. 2 and Table II.

IV. DISCUSSION

The number of published papers of systematic review is
growing in Computer Science in recent years, Fig. 1 [1]. Our
research started with 3,645 papers from which 102 were
selected, that is a survival rate of 2.8%. That means that the
Systematic Review process is laborious and it requires much
attention.

TABLE III: QUANTITY OF SELECTED PAPERS PUBLISHED PER JOURNAL.

keywords that it was a systematic review, and only 75.7%
declared it in their title. Additionally, our research has
verified that 59.8% are directly related to Software
Engineering.

Consequently, as in [6], we recommend that every
“Systematic Review” paper in Computer Science should
declare it in their title and keywords. Another
recommendation is to declare that the paper is related to
“Software Engineering” should be explicit in the keywords.
Both statements would facilitate and improve the results of
systematic reviews in software engineering.

Finally, it is important to report that in the Department of
Computer Science of the Federal University of Tocantins
(UFT - Universidade Federal do Tocantins), Systematic
Review has been taught in the discipline of Scientific
Methodology for the last two years resulting in the
publication of papers such as in [1], [10] and this paper itself,
i.e., we have been teaching systematic review for both

Our research has shown that the top 10 journals that had
published more systematic reviews papers in Computer
Science represents 75.5% of the total number of papers. The
number one journal regarding that — “Information and
Software Technology”, is responsible for 39.2% of the total
number of papers. Only 54.9% of the papers declared in the
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i application [KW125] f{;’;lyvsslhty [KW266] | Testing
Service-based
[KW89] Computer game | 1 [KW230] systems Experimental
o . Service-oriented [KW126] soft.wareA [KW267] | Tools
[KW90] Sc?g;‘(’; e i [KW231] | system engineering
engineering (kwiz7) | Experimental [KW268] | Transformation
Computer Small and medium study
[KW91] op 1| | Kw232] | software [KW128] imentation (Kwaeg) | UML state
software : exper machines
enterprises o al
; Unactionable alert
Computin KW129 i KW270
(Kwo2] educStion : : (KW233] | SMEs : I | Experiments [ ! mit_ig.atiorl -
Conceptual [KW130] Extreme ‘ KW271] Unified Modeling
(KW93] Model Quality 1 [KW234] | SOA programming Language UML
[KW94] l(\:/[(z)r:jceells)tual | [KW235] | Software changes [KW131] | fingerprinting [KW272] | Usability
Finite state
[KW95] | Control syste 1 [KW236] | Software clone (KWI32] | chines [KW273] | Usefulness
[KWO6] Control. system 1 [KW237] software. [KW133] Free/open source [KW274] Variability
synthesis complexity software management
[KWO7] Contr.olled 1 [KW238] sof'twar.e cost [KW134] Genetic . [KW275] Variant-rich
experiment estimation programming processes
[KW98] | Cost benefit 1 [KW239] | Software design [KW135] | Global software [KW276] | Warning
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engineering prioritization
[KW136] | group projects 1 [KW277] | Wave filters 1

GWG (game . .
KWw137 1 KWwW278 1
[ ] world graph) [ ] | Web engineering
[KW138] | Human errors 1 [KW279] | wireless device 1
[KW139] | Identification 1 [KW280] | World Wide Web | 1
[KW140] Industry 1 [KW281] | WSN 1
(Kwiapj | inference 1

protection

APPENDIX

In this appendix, we present three tables. The first shows
the number of selected papers per journal from 2006 to 2012;
the second lists the selected papers from 2006 to 2012; and
the third is a list of all keywords of the selected papers from
2006 to 2012.
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