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Don't remove final , from URL




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:48, 4 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Turns out the final comma in URL is a valid character, it should not be removed
	What should happen
	 (this is what the bot removed)
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1165 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:53, 4 January 2019 (UTC)


	Yeah never modify URLs without testing that the URL works. This is what I have learned with WAYBACKMEDIC. It is continually finding crazy things in URLs that are not predictable. One can not safely say a URL ending in a set of characters should be changed, or added to. Same with encoding schemes, they can be all over the place such as %20 vs + there is no right way, even within the same URL. Standards are out the window these days the only "right" URL is the one that works. -- GreenC 16:19, 5 January 2019 (UTC)



Upgrades Arxiv to Journal for no apparent reason




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:09, 5 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	
	What should happen
	
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








See also . Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:46, 5 January 2019 (UTC)

	it gets updated because of the bibcode.  We have a blacklist of bibcode a that are actually arXiv despite claiming to be journals.   Obviously, you found a new liar to add. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 19:04, 5 January 2019 (UTC)
	https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1167 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 19:33, 5 January 2019 (UTC)





Adding redundant duplicate alias of "work" paramter




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	DferDaisy (talk) 00:26, 6 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Bot changes "cite web" to "cite news" and adds a new "work" parameter, but "website" parameter is already present. These two parameters are aliases therefore a redundant parameter error occurs.
	What should happen
	remove "website" parameter if "work" parameter is added.
	Relevant diffs/links
	Diff of North Norfolk (UK Parliament constituency) and diff of Lord Kitchener Wants You
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1172  Once implemented it should fix this. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 01:17, 6 January 2019 (UTC)

API: New feature request, run from links on page


Let's have something like

	https://tools.wmflabs.org/citations/list.php?linksonpage=User:Headbomb/Sandbox5


This would be super useful. We could be build lists of pages with crappy citations with AWB's database scanner or with clever insource:// search (e.g. pages with raw GoogleBooks links, pages with raw DOI links, ...), then put the list of pages to be edited somewhere (e.g. User:Headbomb/Sandbox5), then tell the bot to run against those pages (follow redirects if they exist). Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 14:45, 22 August 2018 (UTC)

	@Smith609: since you seem to be the one to ask about API features, how doable is this? Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 11:11, 24 August 2018 (UTC)
	Does the new "run on multiple pages separated by pipes" functionality address this request? Martin (Smith609 – Talk) 07:46, 25 August 2018 (UTC)
	@Smith609: not really. Those list would have to manually be built and fed manually every time. It's OK for a one-time list, but the idea is that you could embed have a one-click way of running the bot on a list of links. Book:Canada would be a prime example (or cleanup-centric lists, like WP:JCW/J30 and fix a crap ton of capitalization mistakes in one click). If you could have something like  https://tools.wmflabs.org/citations/list.php?linksonpage=Book:Canada, that would find all links on the page (likely direct links for simplicity) and run the bot on those pages, that would be great.That is if you have [[Foobar|Barfoo]] somewhere on the page, get Foobar (follow redirects if there are any), and run the bot on that. Repeat for all other links it finds. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 22:30, 26 August 2018 (UTC)







This is still something that would be incredibly useful. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 15:02, 30 November 2018 (UTC)

	For example:  https://en.wikipedia.org/w/api.php?action=parse&prop=links&page=Chemistry&format=json Wikipedia can make the list for us.  Would obviously need to remove talk and other namespaces AManWithNoPlan (talk) 23:10, 23 December 2018 (UTC)



		@AManWithNoPlan: - while there would be uses where non-mainspace would be useful, I think restricting this to mainspace+draft would be best, at least for now. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 23:24, 23 December 2018 (UTC)





This is basically a request that would allow any user to run a full-automated bot without needing WP:BRFA. Given this is a tool designed for manual watching of diffs, I wonder how wise it would be to turn the bot keys over. -- GreenC 16:27, 5 January 2019 (UTC)

	Indeed.  It is not even a category, so one could do this on a fashion article and find a link to quantum mechanics because the designers uncle was a physics professor.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 16:48, 5 January 2019 (UTC)



		Yeah I agree there's a concern there. While running on Book:Canada (and other books) is no different than running on a category, maybe build a whitelist of users that could use it in such a fashion on other pages?  Or some other whitelisting (e.g. any page that start with "Book:", "Wikipedia:WikiProject ..." + specific pages "User:EXAMPLE/SANDBOX2"). Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 18:07, 5 January 2019 (UTC)





			https://tools.wmflabs.org/citations/get_linked_pages.php?page=    This will give you a list of all linked pages (we have a short black list to remove things like doi, isbn, etc).  This way a human has to a little work and think about it rather than just yelling “git her done” and leaving the seen of the crime.  Note that the extraneous html is removed in a non committed pull.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 19:20, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	Yeah, but that's not extremely useful. I know what pages are on Book:Canada  (or say WP:JCW/Sandbox ), the goal is to kick the bot into action once the list of pages to run on has been built, much like it does with a category. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 20:58, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	It only takes a little copy and paste to make a pipe separated list.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 01:38, 8 January 2019 (UTC)











						Which is extra work, for little reason, to have a piped list that no one knows what to do with. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 01:40, 8 January 2019 (UTC)













{{fixed}} prints with pipes now.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 13:43, 8 January 2019 (UTC)


	So now we have a piped list of things no one knows to do anything with, and articles that still don't edit edited by citation bot. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 13:57, 8 January 2019 (UTC)



Adding unrelated bibcode




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	(t) Josve05a (c) 06:12, 6 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	bibcode to wrong article
	Relevant diffs/links
	https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=User%3AJosve05a%2Fcite-sandbox&diff=prev&oldid=877047801
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








The adsabs database seems to more generous with matches suddenly.  I have already submitted two fixes.  https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1174   https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1169    AManWithNoPlan (talk) 14:59, 6 January 2019 (UTC)


Valid bibcode (book?) not expanded, but details added to a different citation in the same article




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Lithopsian (talk) 21:59, 6 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	When trying to expand all the citations in an article, one is not expanded.  It is a journal that apparently has two bibcodes, 1982mcts.book.....H and 1982MSS...C03....0H.  Although the non-book bibcode is in the template, the book bibcode is reported for the big query, then later the non-book bibcode is reported as not found (big query returning a different bibcode from the one submitted in the query?).  The details for this bibcode are added to the next citation returned from the big query, together with some details from that bibcode (additional authors, etc.).
	What should happen
	Expand the citations from their own bibcodes.
	Replication instructions
	You can run the bot against User:Lithopsian/sandbox to see this in action
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








There something wrong with that one bibcode that redirects to another one.   That makes us not expand it since one check we do is to make sure the bibcode we get back is the one we sent out.   This is unfixable, since we will not remove the double check.   The second issue is that the not currently rejects expansion of any book bibcodes since that rehires is to write code that we have not done yet.  I might look into writing that code. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 22:53, 6 January 2019 (UTC)

	The query changing the bibcode and then mixing the text is horrible. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 22:58, 6 January 2019 (UTC)
	this is the evil bibcode:  http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1982MSS...C03....0H AManWithNoPlan (talk) 23:00, 6 January 2019 (UTC)
	looks like we need to make sure we did not get a bibcode back that is new. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 23:03, 6 January 2019 (UTC)
	https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1178  Detect corrupt query, I hope. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 23:22, 6 January 2019 (UTC)






	No citations are mangled now, at least not in that example.  Bibcode 1982MSS...C03....0H is ignored.  Book bibcodes are ignored, except that cite journal templates are changed to cite book templates.  Lithopsian (talk) 14:58, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	1982MSS...C03....0H is defective and we will never expand that. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 20:10, 7 January 2019 (UTC)





Fails to convert hdl url




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:07, 7 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	
	What should happen
	 (minus the other tidying up I did)
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








Every handle resolver has to be added separately.   https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1181 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:48, 7 January 2019 (UTC)


New feature request: merge (subscription required) templates into CS1|2



Commonly seen:


	Bovver boot: {{cite news | url=https://www.questia.com/read/1G1-61177939 | title=Max hangs up his boots with £200m | work=[[The People]] | date=March 31, 1996 | accessdate=March 4, 2013 | author=Gunn, Cathy}}{{Subscription required|via=[[Questia Online Library]]}}



	Anthony Chenevix-Trench: {{cite news |last=Heffer|first=Simon|title= Beaten by Eton: The Land of Lost Content: The biography of Anthony Chenevix-Trench by Mark Peel |date=27 July 1996 |accessdate= 3 December 2012 |location =London |newspaper=[[Daily Mail]] {{Subscription required|via=[[Questia Online Library]]}}|url=https://www.questia.com/read/1G1-111427463}}



On both subscription status is noted with the {{subscription}} template, which can be inside or outside the CS1|2.


The better format would be:


	Bovver boot: {{cite news | url=https://www.questia.com/read/1G1-61177939 | title=Max hangs up his boots with £200m | work=[[The People]] | url-access=subscription | via = [[Questia Online Library]] | date=March 31, 1996 | accessdate=March 4, 2013 | author=Gunn, Cathy}}



	Anthony Chenevix-Trench: {{cite news |last=Heffer|first=Simon|title= Beaten by Eton: The Land of Lost Content: The biography of Anthony Chenevix-Trench by Mark Peel |date=27 July 1996 |accessdate= 3 December 2012 |location =London |newspaper=[[Daily Mail]] |url=https://www.questia.com/read/1G1-111427463 | url-access=subscription | via = [[Questia Online Library]] }}



The {{subscription}} is replaced with |url-access= and if there is a |via= argument, with a |via= in the CS1|2. The |subscription= template goes by many names. -- GreenC 19:30, 7 January 2019 (UTC)


	Would also want to only do this if there was one cite template in the ref tag; since, one might be applying this to more than one cite template.  Given that this is not easily done within the bot’s code, it might be best to make a Bot request.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 20:02, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	I thought about making a bot but not sure it would pass COSMETIC. Understood about matching up is tricky. Will keep the idea in mind. --GreenC 20:23, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	Converting data into inline data within a template is really useful in so many ways.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 20:29, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	I agree. Started a discussion Template talk:Subscription required#Why are we using this template with CS1|2_templates?. Maybe it will need to be an RfC to 1) make the conversions and 2) change the docs to only use in free-form citations not CS1|2. -- GreenC 20:38, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	Is this the same as User talk:Citation bot/Archive 11#Remove "subscription required" or replace with parameter? (t) Josve05a (c) 20:38, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	yes it is.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 20:41, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	What can be said about the advantages of converting?  -- GreenC 20:44, 7 January 2019 (UTC)















I will close this item as {{wontfix}} and have moved a link to the discussion area above. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 17:02, 8 January 2019 (UTC)

Remove format=pdf and variants when URLs end in .pdf



If you have something like

	{{cite web |url=http://www.example.com/asdf.pdf |title=title}}, giving
	"title" (PDF).
	{{cite journal |url=http://www.example.com/asdf.pdf |title=title}}, giving
	"title" (PDF). {{cite journal}}: Cite journal requires |journal= (help)



Citation templates automatically append (PDF) next to the link. So there's no point in having

	{{cite journal |url=http://www.example.com/asdf.pdf |title=title |format=PDF}}, giving
	"title" (PDF). {{cite journal}}: Cite journal requires |journal= (help)


So if you find |format=PDF or similar (e.g. |format=pdf / |format=Portable Document Format / |format=pdf), remove it as pointless. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:41, 5 January 2019 (UTC)


	I think |format=pdf exist in case the URL does not have an apparent ".pdf", so this suggestion would only be done when the URL has a ".pdf". But I wonder if there is any other reason for using |format=pdf? -- GreenC 18:22, 5 January 2019 (UTC)



		I find those rather pointless personally, but the above request was for when URLs end in PDF. I'll update the header. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 18:37, 5 January 2019 (UTC)
	I agree. To make sure the removal doesn't introduce an unknown problem, maybe some other reason for it to exist, I posted a question Help_talk:Citation_Style_1#Removing_format=pdf_when_the_URL_ends_in_".pdf". -- GreenC 18:56, 5 January 2019 (UTC)







Flag to archive {{notabug}}.   Moving link above. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 14:03, 7 January 2019 (UTC)


	De-flag, it's been confirmed redundant and useless. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 15:05, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	that was fast.   I was expecting to hear back in a week or three.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 15:18, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	According to Xover: "An URL ending in ".pdf" can (and not infrequently does) return something other than a PDF."  Trappist also brought up the concern that other wiki-languages don't support the PDF icon unless there is format=pdf thus when they copy cites from enwiki they loose this meta information. Those are the two concerns that came up.  -- GreenC 15:50, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	Yeah, Headbomb's description there about the result of the discussion is clearly biased or otherwise misleading in its intent. That discussion has not completed at this time. --Izno (talk) 15:51, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	a) If a url ending in .pdf returns anything but a PDF, then |format=PDF will STILL be displayed. b) This is the English Wikipedia. Unlike |language=English other wikis can easily implement automatic PDF detection, and would be better off doing so. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 16:44, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	Isn't (a) a reason to remove automatic detection of the PDF format from the module? If that's your intent, best be off to argue for that instead. --Izno (talk) 17:07, 7 January 2019 (UTC)











						No, the opposite. The only time the landing page will not be a PDF is if the PDF is behind a paywall. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 18:28, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	Auto-detection is useful even if not always accurate (heuristics noted by Xover). -- GreenC 19:14, 7 January 2019 (UTC)













This is the wrong bot for the initial cleanup.  Something else needs to fix this and then we can play whack a mole on new ones.  Assuming this is a good idea of course. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 19:17, 7 January 2019 (UTC)

	There wouldn't be any 'initial cleanup' really, it's a cosmetic cleanup, so that's akin to removing |postscript=.  or |url=<PMC-URL>. It's simplifies the edit window and makes references easier/more consistent to edit. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 21:03, 7 January 2019 (UTC)
	https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1190 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 22:18, 8 January 2019 (UTC)
	{{fixed}} AManWithNoPlan (talk) 14:47, 9 January 2019 (UTC)







Don't add journal= to citations with bibcode with a '.book' in them




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:14, 7 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	
	What should happen
	
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








Something with the bibcode database has gone wonky suddenly.   Adding lots of data integrity checks.  Obviously more needs done. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 19:08, 7 January 2019 (UTC)

	https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1186 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:13, 8 January 2019 (UTC)



Does not remove stray dot at the end of pp




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 02:24, 8 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	
	What should happen
	
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1188 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:19, 8 January 2019 (UTC)

Book Reviews added to book citations




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Hawkeye7 (discuss) 11:10, 7 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Book reviews added to book citations
	What should happen
	Bot should not have made any changes at all
	Relevant diffs/links
	https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Quebec_Agreement&type=revision&diff=877221463&oldid=877207078
	Replication instructions
	No idea
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1187 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:13, 8 January 2019 (UTC)

Timeout at Deim_Zubeir




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:12, 9 January 2019 (UTC)



	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








It’s an internal php bug.  Work around: https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1193 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 22:14, 9 January 2019 (UTC)

Fails at Russian passport




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:00, 10 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Fails at Russian passport
	What should happen
	Should not fail
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








{{wontfix}} at this time.  It does run, just too slowly.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 22:04, 10 January 2019 (UTC)

Deal with both url and chapter-url




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	(t) Josve05a (c) 22:16, 26 December 2018 (UTC)



	What should happen
	Remove the |url= in favor of the |chapter-url= doi, or at least add the |chapter-url= doi as |doi= instead of the |url= doi.
	Relevant diffs/links
	https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=User:Josve05a/cite-sandbox&diff=875483488&oldid=875483473
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








I will have to think about this and all the possible combinations AManWithNoPlan (talk) 22:37, 26 December 2018 (UTC)

	https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1206 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 00:37, 11 January 2019 (UTC)



2001gpm..book.....L




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	(t) Josve05a (c) 01:44, 11 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Bot adds |bibcode=2001gpm..book.....L and changes {{cite journal}} to {{cite book}} for journal article.
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers









	Well that's not a bug. Bibcode:2001gpm..book.....L is a book. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 01:53, 11 January 2019 (UTC)
	Yes, but it seems to be adding it to all {{cite journal}}'s with |journal=Genetics, which is a bug. Link to old edit. I saw the script trying to make this change on a page a few moments before I reported this as well, so it is still doing it. (t) Josve05a (c) 02:13, 11 January 2019 (UTC)





			That is just spiffy.  Might have to block that bibcode explicitly.  I will investigate later tonight.  Probably will need to search for it and remove it where ever it is.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 02:45, 11 January 2019 (UTC)







				Let us all take a moment to ponder Headbomb being wrong about something.   This is a rare event.  Please observe a moment of silence.  🤣😁😂 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 03:58, 11 January 2019 (UTC)









						Well perhaps if the initial report had included a diff... Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 06:20, 11 January 2019 (UTC)













								I cleaned up the current uses, btw. The only thing in common they had is they all were concerning citations for various articles of Genetics.Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 06:24, 11 January 2019 (UTC)

















	The cause is that the journal Genetics is not indexed, but this one book has Journal=Genetics set in its record. Thus, any search for journal=genetics gets a hit.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 06:30, 11 January 2019 (UTC)
	Fix: https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1208 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 06:30, 11 January 2019 (UTC)





Wrongly upgrades arxiv, again




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 06:34, 11 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Wrongly 'Upgrades'


{{cite arXiv |author=Limin Lu |date=1998 |title=The Metal Contents of Very Low Column Density Lyman-alpha Clouds: Implications for the Origin of Heavy Elements in the Intergalactic Medium |eprint=astro-ph/9802189 |display-authors=etal}}</ref>


to
{{cite journal |author=Limin Lu |date=1998 |title=The Metal Contents of Very Low Column Density Lyman-alpha Clouds: Implications for the Origin of Heavy Elements in the Intergalactic Medium |arxiv=astro-ph/9802189 |display-authors=etal|bibcode=1998astro.ph..2189L }}</ref>

	Relevant diffs/links
	
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers









https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1210 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 06:55, 11 January 2019 (UTC)

Removes URL




	Status
	{{notabug}}
	Reported by
	♦ J. Johnson (JJ) (talk) 00:39, 12 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Removes the URL.
	What should happen
	Not gratuitously remove URLs.
	Relevant diffs/links
	this edit.
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers









	That's not a bug, that url is redundant with the DOI. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 00:47, 12 January 2019 (UTC)



		I beg to differ. The url is an alternate way to the source, independent of the doi. Who said we must not have both? ♦ J. Johnson (JJ) (talk) 01:03, 12 January 2019 (UTC)





			The style guides and template documentation strongly discourage the use of urls unless they link to a 100% free full copy. Also, URLs that duplicate other indentifiers are discouraged even if free. One reason is that with a doi you know you are going to a publisher, a link is without context.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 01:12, 12 January 2019 (UTC)






Bot breaks URL in pages field of citation template by changing hyphen to en dash in hidden URL




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Biogeographist (talk) 16:14, 10 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Bot changes hyphen to en dash in a URL (in this case a Google Books URL), which breaks the URL: e.g., changes this working URL to this broken URL
	What should happen
	Bot should not change hyphens in URLs in pages field
	Relevant diffs/links
	See the books.google.com URL that was changed (mangled) in this diff: Special:Diff/877378326
	Replication instructions
	Put this working URL in the pages field of a citation template (e.g. 107) and run the bot
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








This bug was previously reported at User talk:Citation bot/Archive 7 § Don't change urls and User talk:Citation bot/Archive 7 § Bot breaks URL in pages field of citation template by changing hyphen to en dash in URL but apparently was not completely fixed.


This bug may occur in this case because the link is a protocol-relative URL, which is a deprecated link format on Wikipedia. In such cases, citation bot should update the link format instead of breaking the URL with the unfortunate hyphen/dash exchange. Biogeographist (talk) 16:14, 10 January 2019 (UTC)


	URLs should almost never be modified unless it can issue a GET to verify the new URL works, or in known cases of URL changes. -- GreenC 16:21, 10 January 2019 (UTC)



		fascinating how a url can be hiding within non url text.  Surprising that it took so long for this bug to be reported.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 17:11, 10 January 2019 (UTC)





			Ah a PRURL inside an incorrectly placed square-bracket - gigo.   -- GreenC 17:35, 10 January 2019 (UTC)







				Side bar: people often talk about old-crusty-unreadable code.  They say things like: we need to replace this Fortan with C/C++/Java/Go/etc..  Then they do that and discover that the old code was unreadable since 90% of the code was error/exception handling.  The same is true of the Citation Bot: if the template were always used right and they did not have six different names for the exact same parameter, then the bot would be 75% smaller.  This is GIGO, but I think we can prevent the GO half.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 17:48, 10 January 2019 (UTC)
	Yes for sure. An infinite tail of exceptions and edge cases -- GreenC 18:52, 10 January 2019 (UTC)











						New code will ingore PRURL once it is git pulled in and will add the https: when it is the very first characters of the page.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 00:25, 11 January 2019 (UTC)













							https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1212 this needed too. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 17:38, 11 January 2019 (UTC)















Fails to edit/finish on List of gravitationally rounded objects of the Solar System




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 06:39, 11 January 2019 (UTC)



	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1215  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 17:39, 11 January 2019 (UTC)

	Thank you for reporting these.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 02:03, 12 January 2019 (UTC)
	{{fixed}} AManWithNoPlan (talk) 14:46, 16 January 2019 (UTC)





Fails to edit PageRank




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 18:51, 13 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	The bot tells me to 'Consult APIs to expand templates' for some weird reason
	What should happen
	Bot should edit the page
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








We got it fixed so now it fails on all pages 🙄 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 05:44, 16 January 2019 (UTC)

	{{fixed}} AManWithNoPlan (talk) 14:46, 16 January 2019 (UTC)



Time out on 2016 Turkish coup d'état attempt




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Redalert2fan (talk) 12:44, 16 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Bot times out on 2016 Turkish coup d'état attempt.
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








{{wontfix}} so many links and so many that block us or time out that it does eventually finish (after a long-time), if you (and your web browser) will let it.  Probably best to run section by section. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 16:49, 16 January 2019 (UTC)

	Thanks for looking at it anyways, I`ll try it section by section. Redalert2fan (talk) 16:54, 16 January 2019 (UTC)



Time out on List of Flashpoint episodes




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Redalert2fan (talk) 13:42, 16 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	Bot times out on List of Flashpoint episodes with: " ! Operation timed out after 45000 milliseconds with 0 bytes received   For URL: http://www.bbm.ca/_documents/top_30_tv_programs_english/nat01052009.pdf ! Operation timed out after 45000 milliseconds with 0 bytes received   For URL: http://www.bbm.ca/_documents/top_30_tv_programs_english/nat01122009.pdf "
	What should happen
	There are more links to check on the page so the bot should continue.
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








Running it in  the debugger I find that there are mostly pdf files, which have no usable metadata.  Once this pull is implemented https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1229/ the bot will have a lot more cites on it "don't try to hard" list.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 17:00, 16 January 2019 (UTC)

	{{wontfix}} AManWithNoPlan (talk) 17:00, 16 January 2019 (UTC)



Invalid last1 and first1




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Redalert2fan (talk) 18:04, 16 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	bot adds "last1=Correspondent and first1=Patrick Kingsley Migration"
	What should happen
	Probably last1=Kingsley and first1=Patrick
	Relevant diffs/links
	https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=User%3ARedalert2fan%2Fsandbox4&diff=prev&oldid=878741788
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








There also is "first=SPIEGEL ONLINE, Hamburg|last=Germany" on the page already which also does not seem to be correct, however this was not added by the bot.


	yeah, we try not to do too much fixing existing bad data. {{wontfix}} AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:16, 16 January 2019 (UTC)


Fails to add bibcode




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:12, 13 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	
	What should happen
	
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








They have changed the format to be longer.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 19:45, 13 January 2019 (UTC)


	It's still 19 characters... ? Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 20:01, 13 January 2019 (UTC)



		counting on an iPhone is not as easy as I thought AManWithNoPlan (talk) 20:17, 13 January 2019 (UTC)





			I will look at it after the bibcode searches stabilize AManWithNoPlan (talk) 00:35, 14 January 2019 (UTC)







				{{wontfix}} the doi search fails to return anything.  They need to update their data files. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 20:19, 16 January 2019 (UTC)
	The arxiv id does, however. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 21:21, 16 January 2019 (UTC)
	Why is this "2nd rate information"? Bibcode bot and others will add it. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 21:32, 16 January 2019 (UTC)
		once we have a doi to search with, we do not search absabs using arXiv.  If the bibcode does not know about the doi, then it is outdated information.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 21:36, 16 January 2019 (UTC)















								Not really no, there's a slew of citations, mostly in mathematics, that never get anything but an arxiv bibcode. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 21:37, 16 January 2019 (UTC)
	https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1231 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 00:30, 17 January 2019 (UTC)


















Failed to pickup another bibcode




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 18:02, 17 January 2019 (UTC)



	What should happen
	
	Relevant diffs/links
	
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








The bibcode title does not match very well, so we reject it. Perhaps we are too picky. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:16, 17 January 2019 (UTC)

	at the very least I should combine the two title checking codes into a function call and remove dashes before doing the compare since bibcodeland seems to eat em dashes and leave an empty plate of white space in its place. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 19:28, 17 January 2019 (UTC)



		Isn't a doi query enough? I never found any wrong result when querying ADSABS via doi. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 20:05, 17 January 2019 (UTC)
	Trust me, some of the way off partial matches we get are nuts and we have to deal with GIGO on our end too. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 21:02, 17 January 2019 (UTC)
	https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1233 more forgiving title compare.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 02:45, 18 January 2019 (UTC)








Mostly {{fixed}}, but this bibcode is still too different of a title to match. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:28, 18 January 2019 (UTC)

Cite Journal


Why does the bot remove publisher and location from the "Cite journal" template? Especially for magazines that have been published for a long time, these things change and may perhaps be of interest?  Mr.choppers | ✎  04:20, 19 January 2019 (UTC)

	please see above discussion links and join in.  One might ask why is the publisher information almost always wrong.  You might also ask why do people use cite journal for non-journals such as magazine? AManWithNoPlan (talk) 04:43, 19 January 2019 (UTC)
	May be of interest is not a worthwhile reason - the citation is for a reference in an article and not intended for a treatise on the magazine itself. If such information is useful, then please wikilink the magazine name and create a nice article for it. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 04:46, 19 January 2019 (UTC)
	Simply put, because the information is near useless and because no style guide recommends it. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 06:07, 19 January 2019 (UTC)




	Please consider contributing to this discussion. --Izno (talk) 15:14, 19 January 2019 (UTC)
	If it is useless, then why do the parameters exist? I only found out about the existence of "cite magazine" a little while ago, hence the occasional reappearance of "cite journal."  Mr.choppers | ✎  16:34, 19 January 2019 (UTC)
	they exist because all the citation templates are based upon the same core code and core documentation.  So, there are lots of useless parameters.   AManWithNoPlan (talk) 16:45, 19 January 2019 (UTC)







Flagging for archiving since links exist above {{notabug}}.  The documentation is lacking considering the publisher location removal has been standard for a decade.

Fails to expand doi




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 04:07, 21 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	
	What should happen
	
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








{{notabug}} tell them to publish metadata.  Seriously it is just a doi.org url.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 04:46, 21 January 2019 (UTC)

	these non-crossref dois usually have second rate meta data at doi.org, but this one has nothing. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 04:48, 21 January 2019 (UTC)


Can you take-over/merge reFill?



The maintainer of reFill is looking to pass the torch Wikipedia:Village_pump_(technical)#reFill_is_looking_for_a_maintainer. Is the functionality of reFill already part of Citation bot? I know this tool is very popular though it has a long list of bugs to be worked out and the code base is PhP.  -- GreenC 13:16, 8 January 2019 (UTC)

	We run our own Citoid installation.   He uses Wikipedia’s install.  The Wikipedia install would have to be willing to allow us to hit them much more aggressive than their policy allows, but that would make it easier for us.  We do nothing with combining equivalent references.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 13:32, 8 January 2019 (UTC)
	They Wikipedia citoid is better than ours, so refill does a better job than ours which is why I suggest that they whitelist us.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 13:48, 8 January 2019 (UTC)
	I can't imagine the Wikimedia Foundation opposing such a usage of their Citoid instance. Nemo 21:25, 8 January 2019 (UTC)
	I have looked at the reFill code base and it appears to not use the Citoid instance, at least not for everything.  That is one reason it seems to handle international stuff much better. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 00:19, 11 January 2019 (UTC)
	https://tools.wmflabs.org/refill-api perhaps we use them AManWithNoPlan (talk) 23:16, 14 January 2019 (UTC)











{{notabug}} seems like others are taking it over and a 2.0 version is moving fast. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 16:36, 21 January 2019 (UTC)


Converting bare links to cite journal



I know that some users are tirelessly working on converting bare links to journal articles into {{cite journal}} calls (which then citation bot can clean up). What are your preferred ways? Do you have regular expressions or other aids to share for the purpose? I see that a simplistic regex search for DOI URLs in bare links, like insource:http insource:/\[http[^ ]+10\.[0-9]{4,5}\/[^ ]+ /, finds several thousands of pages and I'm not sure what's the best way to help. Nemo 18:07, 16 January 2019 (UTC)

	I usually just search for something like insource:/\>https\:\/\/doi\.org\/10/> or search for specific publisher links and try to "fix all" from that domain. (t) Josve05a (c) 18:20, 16 January 2019 (UTC)
	And then you make edits like this by manually adding the basic cite journal call and using the citation expander to do the rest? Nemo 21:27, 16 January 2019 (UTC)
	On that edit I only used the citation expander. The bot/tool can convert bare refs (with only URL) to the proper cite template, so no need to add basic cite journal fields maunually. (t) Josve05a (c) 15:35, 18 January 2019 (UTC)




Here are 5000+ examples for whoever is interested: phabricator:P8007. Nemo 14:49, 18 January 2019 (UTC) 


https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1236 Amy thoughts on this AManWithNoPlan (talk) 05:49, 20 January 2019 (UTC)


{{fixed}} bot now does more AManWithNoPlan (talk) 16:35, 21 January 2019 (UTC)


Fails to add issue?




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 08:36, 18 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	
	What should happen
	 (forget the name changes, just see that the issue number is added)
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








10.1016/j.agee.2010.07.017 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:43, 18 January 2019 (UTC)

	https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1238 we still won’t add issue of zero or one AManWithNoPlan (talk) 03:56, 19 January 2019 (UTC)


DOI glitch?




	Status
	{{fixed}}
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:32, 13 January 2019 (UTC)



	What happens
	
	What should happen
	Not that?
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








This is a bit of a garbage DOI (someone at science made doi:10.1126/science.10.1126/SCIENCE.291.5501.24 the doi instead of doi:10.1126/SCIENCE.291.5501.24 like a sane person would), but it's a valid one nonetheless. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 17:32, 13 January 2019 (UTC)


	WOW! AManWithNoPlan (talk) 20:18, 13 January 2019 (UTC)



		WOW! even? Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 21:55, 13 January 2019 (UTC)





			not that wowing https://github.com/ms609/citation-bot/pull/1225 AManWithNoPlan (talk) 22:32, 13 January 2019 (UTC)







Takes forever to run



Is it just me, or is the bot considerable slower since about a week? We're talking 30 minutes + to run on articles. Sometimes several hours. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 03:24, 21 January 2019 (UTC)

	It’s just you. 😁🤣😂😯. Actually we seem to have gained popularity and and load AManWithNoPlan (talk) 03:26, 21 January 2019 (UTC)
	Well, is there a way to get more server resources? Or a new server? Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 03:27, 21 January 2019 (UTC)
	I was wondering the same thing earlier today when I could not fully submit patches since they could not test themselves.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 03:30, 21 January 2019 (UTC)
	I'm not sure, but other tools experience 500 errors due to a buildup of connections and work around the problem by periodically doing a "webservice restart". It seems kubernetes doesn't yet support increasing parallelism. Nemo 11:56, 21 January 2019 (UTC)
	I can confirm getting a lot of 500 errors. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 12:09, 21 January 2019 (UTC)








	There may be a related discussion about Cyberbot at WP:BOTN. --Izno (talk) 13:11, 21 January 2019 (UTC)



		Seems to be resolved. Maybe it's temporary though. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 05:32, 22 January 2019 (UTC)





			all evidence points to it being a toolbar problem. {{notabug}} AManWithNoPlan (talk) 13:29, 22 January 2019 (UTC)






Do not automatically add Citeseerx





	Status
	{{notabug}}
	Reported by
	David Eppstein (talk) 16:52, 7 November 2018 (UTC)



	What happens
	Citeseerx links automatically added in violation of WP:COPYLINK and WP:ELNEVER
	What should happen
	These links can sometimes be ok, but they are often a violation of publisher copyright, so they can only be added if citeseer traces their provenance back to an author copy or a publisher-licensed copy. This needs to be checked by hand. Citation bot should never add such links automatically. There is currently a similar thread about Zenodo about WP:ANI likely to lead to a topic ban from modifying citations for the user incautiously adding such links. Do we want such a ban to be given to Citation bot? The edit is shown as "user activated" but is listed as being made by the bot and there is no responsibility assigned to a specific user for this bad edit.
	Relevant diffs/links
	Special:Diff/867705073
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








	Users are always responsible for the edits of the bot, since they are the ones that asked the bot to make the edit in the first place, so nothing is automatically added. The best way to deal with (the very small number of) copyvios on CiteSeerX is to contact them to take down the offending file (and possibly put a comment in the citeseerx parameter such as |citeseerx=<!--Copyvio: 10.1.1.whatever/foobar-->, although the CiteSeerX page contains more than just the file and the metadata is gives is useful).Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 16:59, 7 November 2018 (UTC)
	The number of copyvios is not small, because citeseerx copies all sorts of copies of papers — often copies made available for some course by someone else – that are neither author copies nor licensed from the publisher. They may be fair use for a course but that doesn't make them fair use for citeseerx and for us. And if the edit cannot be attributed to the specific user who caused it (and that user convinced or prevented from continuing to make bad edits) or if the process does not involve the user specifically vetting the edits that are made, with a big warning about COPYLINK, then it should not be happening at all. —David Eppstein (talk) 17:23, 7 November 2018 (UTC)
	since we do not link to the PDF directly, does that make it okay?  honest question about how close to the illegal copy do we need to be in order to be evil.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:00, 7 November 2018 (UTC)
	I doubt it. We're linking to a site whose only purpose is to provide the link. WP:ELNEVER seems unambiguous: "If there is reason to believe that a website has a copy of a work in violation of its copyright, do not link to it." —David Eppstein (talk) 18:07, 7 November 2018 (UTC)
	So, slightly better, but not better enough.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 18:20, 7 November 2018 (UTC)










They have a takedown link on each page now, and they seem to be within the law as an NSF site http://vondranlegal.com/what-to-do-when-the-federal-government-infringes-your-copyright/ AManWithNoPlan (talk) 15:40, 22 January 2019 (UTC)

	A funny case of sovereign immunity used to dismiss a copyright violation case brought by a photographer against a state university in USA: Indiana 1:16-cv-02463-TWP-DML and similarly in Kentucky. And Ohio, Indiana, Florida (more elaborately, with consideration of "established state procedure to deprive of property" and due process), Michigan, Michigan again. Nemo 18:09, 22 January 2019 (UTC)
	goes double for people.  The Pope and the queen of England are both exempt from all criminal prosecution worldwide.  They have sovereign≥ immunity at home and diplomatic immunity every where else.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 21:26, 22 January 2019 (UTC)




Why is cit book preferred to cite web for online “books”?



Why is this bot constantly changing cite web to cite book here? I am using the online version of this dictionary, not the paper version. Peacemaker67  (click to talk to me) 23:04, 22 January 2019 (UTC)

	When we query the website, it gives us publisher information and says “I am a book online”.  Many of the journals/books/patents/etc people reference are through websites.  The issue of which template is preferable is another issue.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 23:26, 22 January 2019 (UTC)
	The problem is, the online version doesn't give page numbers in the paper edition, and I am not citing a book, I'm citing a web page. I've never seen the book. I don't know why a bot is overriding legitimate editor choice of template. To me it seems a perverse outcome. Peacemaker67  (click to talk to me) 23:49, 22 January 2019 (UTC)





			See User:Citation bot/use#... the bot made a mistake?, third example. Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 02:35, 23 January 2019 (UTC)
	Thanks Headbomb! Peacemaker67  (click to talk to me) 02:55, 23 January 2019 (UTC)
	I am shocked that works.  I forgot I added support for comments in the template type a while ago. I will blame being 35000 feet up in the air.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 03:15, 23 January 2019 (UTC)











{{fixed}} flag for archiving AManWithNoPlan (talk) 05:09, 23 January 2019 (UTC)

Fails to remove location in cite journal




	Status
	new bug
	Reported by
	Headbomb {t · c · p · b} 18:47, 22 January 2019 (UTC)



	What should happen
	
	Relevant diffs/links
	
	We can't proceed until
	Feedback from maintainers








It converts the place to location after the removal of location occurs.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 19:00, 22 January 2019 (UTC)

	I am prone to leave code as it is.  Otherwise we start looping over stuff again and again just for a few obscure edge cases.    AManWithNoPlan (talk) 21:31, 22 January 2019 (UTC)
	{{wontfix}} not a high priority.  Requires location and publication-place to both be set.  AManWithNoPlan (talk) 21:21, 23 January 2019 (UTC)




Two issues with book chapter on JSTOR



https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=User%3AJosve05a%2Fcite-sandbox&diff=prev&oldid=879725824


	The link is converted from bare to a |doi= when it should have been added as a |jstor= (as well/instead).
	{{cite book}} with |chapter= should be used, not {{cite journal}}



(t) Josve05a (c) 00:25, 23 January 2019 (UTC)


	number one causes number two. AManWithNoPlan (talk) 01:32, 23 January 2019 (UTC)



		much enhanced jstor support added.  More coming.  {{fixed}} AManWithNoPlan (talk) 15:05, 24 January 2019 (UTC)
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