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With this December 2018 issue, the Editorial Board of 
Environment Systems and Decision will have celebrated its 
sixth year of publication. The Editorial Board would like to 
thank the Springer staff for their support. We are thankful 
to all of the reviewers for their efforts in providing valuable 
feedback. And of course, we are thankful to the authors who 
have submitted their research over the years. Heading into 
the seventh year, we will continue to seek creative ways to 
grow the reputation and readership of the journal.

The journal has exhibited encouraging trends in metrics, 
including the Google Scholar metrics. The h5-index for the 
previous 5 years (2013–2017) rose to 18, up from 16 last 
year. The h5-median score is 29. In terms of journals with 
the word “decision” in the title, Environment Systems and 
Decisions was ranked 16th. The most cited paper has 84 cita-
tions as of the writing of this editorial, with the second and 
third most cited having 69 and 45 citations. These metrics 
indicate that the research published here is having an impact.

The first article in this issue continues the year-long 
theme of resilience. In this paper, Woods (2018) describes 
the concept of graceful extensibility, or the ability of sys-
tems to adapt to changing environments. This concept is 
the opposite of brittleness, where systems are prone to fail-
ure when pushed beyond their operating limits. This paper, 
along with the others in the previous issues, collectively 
addresses the important and growing field of resilience 
research relevant to many engineering, social science, and 
environmental applications. The interdisciplinary nature of 
resilience analysis is perfect for Environment Systems and 

Decisions, which crosses and integrates methodological and 
application boundaries.

The remaining papers in this general issue cover a wide 
variety of topics. Zhong et al. (2018) describe and test a 
machine learning technique for predicting crop yields. Noori 
et al. (2018) develop a multi-criteria decision model for the 
identification of optimal locations for the construction of a 
new dam. In a research paper utilizing econometrics method-
ologies, Ibrahim (2018) explores the relationships between 
the financial openness, international trade, and carbon emis-
sions of various nations. Kolian et al. (2018) analyze the 
policies related to the reuse of abandoned oil and gas plat-
forms in the Gulf of Mexico, suggesting that they could be 
repurposed as fisheries. Di Matteo et al. (2018) review the 
literature on climate change vulnerability analysis, revealing 
several clusters of research topics. Reporting on discussions 
from a workshop on synthetic biology risk assessment and 
governance, Trump et al. (2018) present two use cases of 
novel technologies as examples of a proposed path forward. 
Finally, Ali et al. (2018) develop and demonstrate a multi-
criteria methodology for the ranking of waste management 
initiatives.

Looking ahead into 2019, Environment Systems and Deci-
sions will feature as a special issue the proceedings of The 
16th Annual Conference on Systems Engineering Research 
(CSER 2018), which was held in May. These papers cover a 
variety of topics in systems engineering and design.

As always, the Editorial Board of Environment Sys-
tems and Decisions welcomes high quality research from 
researchers and practitioners. We encourage original 
research articles, literature reviews, and perspectives papers. 
For inquiries, please contact the Editors-in-Chief.
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