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Wellcome Open Research

A new way for Wellcome-

Wellcome Open Research funded researchers to
A new way for Wellcome-funded researchers to rapidly r ap | d Iy p u b I |S h any

publish any results they think are worth sharing.

results they think are
worth sharing

SUBMIT YOUR RESEARCH

Browse Articles —

Perturbation of PALB2 function by the Water source most suitable for rearing a The mid-childhood and adolescent
T413S mutation found in small cell lung ...  sensitive malaria vector, Anopheles fune... antecedents of women's external locus o...
—
—
What is Wellcome Open Research? —
—
» A platform for Wellcome-funded researchers to rapidly J—
publish any research outputs they wish to share. _"
»> Supports reproducibility and transparency. -'l £
=_

» Uses an open research publishing model: immediate
publication followed by open invited peer review.

» Includes all supporting data, enabling reanalysis,
replication and reuse.

Learn More —




Wellcome Open Research: making the
sharing of results....

e Faster

28

days (n=142) ® NN days (n=100)

Average time from Submission Average time from submission to
to Publication being sent for indexing in PubMed




Wellcome Open Research: making the
sharing of results....

Open Peer Review Open Peer Review Open Peer Review
[ ]
Referee Status: v v/ v/ Referee Status: v v v Referee Status: X X
Invited Referees Invited Referees Invited Referees
e Trans parent Versions) 1 2 3 4 Version(s) 1 2 3 Version(s) 1 2
@ v v Version 1 v v v Version 1 b4 X
Version 2 read read ggt?}ﬁ"r:];g1? read report  read report  read report g:t:!:ast?gg1? read report read report
published regort report
[} 21 Jun 2017
Version 1 v ? v ?
published ead  read  read  read 1 Michael Metzger (%), Columbia University, USA 1 Charles Affourtit, Plymouth University, UK
18 Nov 2016 report  report  report  report 2 Nicolas Bierne @ , Institute of Evolutionary 2 Philip Newsholme, Curtin University, Australia
Science of Montpellier (ISEM), France All reports (2)
® 3 Beata Ujvari @. Deakin University, Australia P
1 E::nis loannou, Mount Sinai School of Medicine, All reports (3) T R e I
2 Andrew P. Lieberman, University of Michigan . o All comments (0
. Medical School, USA Comments on this article B

Add a Comment

3 Maximiliano Gabriel Gutierrez, Francis Crick All comments (0)
Institute, UK
4 Céline Cougoule, Institute of Pharmacology and Add a Comment

Structural Biology (IPBS), France
Catherine Astarie-Dequeker, Centre National de la
Recherche Scientifique, France

All reports (6), Responses and comments (4)




Wellcome Open Research: making the
sharing of results....

Reproducible

Data availability
Dataset 1 Zenodo: 10.5281/zenodo.163506'8
Dataset 2 Zenodo: 10.5281/zenodo.268899'°

The cumulative list of all scored phenotypes analysed in this study is presented in Dataset 1 (homozygous mutants) and
Dataset 2 (wild type embryos). The intermediate and high level slims of the MP ontology used in the analysis are presented
in Supplementary table 2 and Supplementary Table 3. All data used in this study is also available from the DMDD web site
(https://dmdd.org.uk) where phenotype annotations are available in tabular format by embryo and by line. In addition, they
are identified at their appropriate locations within each 3D dataset of embryo images, which can be viewed in all three
orthogonal section planes.

Data & Software

104 Y 21

Software
code entries

Datasets in Datasets in
public field-specific
repositories repositories




Wellcome Open Research: making the
sharing of results....

60% 40%

Traditional research articles Other article types

Top 5 article types

* |Inclusive O . Q : X

Research article = Method article Research note Study protocol Software tool




Wellcome Open Research: making the
sharing of results....

Cost-effective

Article Processing Charges

All content published on Wellcome Open Research is fully Open Access immediately on
publication. The publication costs are covered through article processing charges, which are
funded centrally by Wellcome. This means that researchers funded by Wellcome can
publish on the platform without direct cost to them. Authors will only be asked to provide
details of their Wellcome grant on submission.

Article processing charges levied by the service provider, F1000, are based on word counts
(of the manuscript main body), irrespective of the article type. Wellcome is only charged a
fee for submissions that pass the pre-publication checks and are published. Wellcome
receives a 10% discount on F1000's standard fees; this discount is included in the listed

price:
WORD COUNT

up to 1000 words (short article) £116
1000-2500 words (medium article) £387.50
over 2500 words (long article) # £775

Average APC for Wellcome Open Research - £830 (inc VAT)
Average APC across all journals used by Wellcome authors - £2044 (inc VAT)




Wellcome Open Research: aresearcher-
centric way of publishing

R es e arC h e rS d e C i d e : SUBMISSION PUBLICATION OPEN PEER REVIEW AND REVISION DISSEMINATION
« What to share 0 0 0 0

Submit your article and dat Tell y II g I sh n riic| siol eer review, get PubMed

[ When to Share You suggest referees p bl hd i andin dp d tiy tbl nerease visibility
» Who is best placed to review it @ N a N @
 How to respond to reviewer

comments > L L

Pre-publication checks for Publish article and s: Check author-suggested expert refer Index in bibliographic
adherence to policies + data; Iabel 'awaiting peer for suitability and invite. Pubiish referee repor‘ts databases

 When to update/revise an
article




Wellcome Open Research: Year 1

 Published 142 articles:
100 of which indexed In
PubMed

 Articles now indexed by
Scopus

« 35 articles have at least
one citation

 Most cited article is a data
note (6 citations); most
viewed article with over
3500 views is a method

paper

A year of
Wellcome Open Research

Articles

142

mber of articles

100

Number of articles
sent to PubMed

Authors

| 0) V{074

Number of Number of institutions
authors represented

43 13

Number of countries Number of Wellcome Centres
represented and Institutes represented


http://europepmc.org/articles/PMC5172418
https://wellcomeopenresearch.org/articles/1-19/v3

Rise of funder platforms....

« Growing number of funder platforms — including (-.
Gates, Health Research Board, and others Open Research Central

The central portal for open research publishing

« EC seeking to develop Open Research Europe

* Development of Open Research Central
« Currently an aggregation service | BROWSEARTICLES |

IMMEDIATE PUBLICATION | OPEN DATA
OPEN PEER REVIEW | OPEN ACCESS

* Intime, potentially a “funder agnostic” publishing
platform

Gates Open Research

A platform for rapid, author-led SO0
A AAS Open Research publication and open peer review of Ceillis o
- 7) @ () S = research for scholars supported b,
I m med i ate & /74l | African Academ y of Sciences

publish their research outputs in an open

Transparent 4 o _
Publishing ek, B - H R B O pe n A platform for HRB-funded researchers to
and accessible way

peer review of research funded by the Bill
& Melinda Gates Foundation

"L i @
Gates Open Research is a platform for A =7 K . 4 o B Re S e a rc h
rapid author-led publication and open .3 LAl D S y \
3; 5 F S - ‘ . ¥
; * / ‘

STAY UPDATED B READ MORE IN THIS BLOG =
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author summary
similar articles
searchable reference lists
publisherSaved search
researcher curation

egralcitatjongsan Uy

% -author

a
%} preprint ?t %s,(t;rl%:t
@ @r,. %r drill down
o
Q. Ty, author profile

@ open access
featured collections

3 @Science_Open @SDawsonBerlin 1/17/2018 .SCIenCEOPEN com

+publishing ne



The article: A hub of discovery and metrics

Es‘a:a!ggbcuﬁggfﬂwm MY SCIENCEOPEN~  BLOG ~ ABOUT m +
L}
" 909 20 0 Yevedrinve 0 1 1 4 103
- views references cited by 0 reviews comments recommends collections shares similar
p.lilmrlc 13 TOP REFERENCES MOST CITED *‘REVIEW C.COMMENT +1 RECOMMEND ADDTO = ALL SIMILAR
@ 8
Cltat|0ns Viewpoint Selection for photograpning arcnitectures - Comiputation and the Impact of New Technologies on the Photography of Architecture

Authors: Jingwu He, LINBO WANG, Wenzhe Zhou ...

i C 0 m m e ntS Computational Biology in Argentina aﬂd U rbaﬂ ism

:ut_h_ors: Sebastian Bassi, Virginia Gonzélez-Blanco, Gustavo Authors: Mitchell Schwarzer
aris

[ Llnked authors Publication date ( Electronic ): April 2017
Proceedings of the 2008 MidSouth Computational Journal: Architecture MPS ﬁ
- Biology and Bioinformatics Sodety (MCBIOS) Publisher: UCL Press
d I QEIated COIIeCtlonS i“fe’e“ce DOl 10.14324/111.444.amps.2017v11i4.001

wthors: Jonathan Wren, Dawn Wilkins, James Fuscoe ...

° S i m i I ar arti C I eS [ Download ~ || Review -~ || % Bookmark || Export as citation - P R ES S
ee all similar
'Y A I t m et r i C S C O re Most referenced quthors a There is no author summary for this article yet. Authors can add summaries to their articles on SctenceOpen to make them more

accessible to a non-specialist audience.
Ye Chen

* Read button

(I i n k to arti C I e 0 n David Crandall, CQver t_hs.I course of history, the meanings of buildings have repeatedly been e'xpa.nded and altered via the :ireation of technelogically dl_'iven mformalion_realms. In
WE LTEVIUUSTY WIS SHTIY dn i .muy.H}ﬁ.?&:’*'—"‘aﬂffmmmt‘mula’mmt&r f@'ﬂuﬂ'ﬁ_{‘ﬂ?’m@‘ EMFE‘K"J\'I‘E*MEE@?W?ﬂTﬁmfﬁ’i‘lw‘pumﬁgﬁﬁ’jﬁﬂ"I.Wl‘J”‘EI_ﬁ ek
H H strands of this new phase of digital photographic imaging. It does so in the belief that these two particular, if unrelated phenomena, reveal their own particular
p U b I IS h e r Slte) inzights into how the digital image may today, interact with our conceptualization of architectural forms and urban spaces.

Related collections



Discovery
Similar articles
Collection banners
Lay summary

Metrics
Usage dashboard
Article metrics

Journal statistics

Authors

ORCID integration
Statistics dashboard
Networking

Interaction
Commenting

Recommendations
Peer review

5 Launchpad 1/17/2018 .SCienCEOPE N.com

research+publishing network
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S&;ﬂ_", = Architecture. MPS

“"II A multi-disciplinary architecture open access journal by UCL Press publishing scholary papers on the social and political interpretation of the built environment.

dii

UCL Pre Publications ew search 3
Narrow by joursg Sort by Altmetric score [ Exact manch
A rchitecture MPS m Add filter = Sawve search Expaort as citations Sort by average rating Search &,



Get found in dynamic search on ScienceOpen

SCienCeoPEN.com

research+publishing network MY SCIENCECOPEN ~ BLOG ABOUT Q, SEARCH EF

Marrow by collection
. . Mew search 2
International Journal of Social Pedagogy 24 I Se arc h
Patient Preference and Adherence 1
Content | Authors | Collections | Featured | Journals | Publishers
Narrow by publisher -
social pedagogy [ Exact match
UCL Press 24
- — - LIVl | Add filter~ || Savesearch || Export as citations - Sort by Altmetric score~ |~ | | Search
Instituto de Investigacién en Educacion, 2 P by

Universidad de Costa Rica

Universidad de La Sabana 2 )
Toward a social pedagogy of classroom group work
T byjoumai Pater Blatchford, Ed Baines, Peter Kutnick, Maurice Galton (2003}
International Journal of Sodial Pedagogy 29 [l 1views Qrecommend g 6 T7IITITIT 0 [aetric 13

International Journal of Educational Ressarch 4

Actualidades Investigati Educacid 2
alidades Investigativas en Educacion 3

Children Australia 2z . ] o . L

: Educagdo social de rua: bases histdricas, politicas e pedagdgicas
Educacion y Educadores 2 Walter Oliveira  (2007)

v Aborda a educagio social de rua coma sistema pedagodgico, surgido na América Lating 2o final da década de 1970, guando chamava a ateng2o o crescimento
das populagdes de rua, sobretude criangas e adolescentes. Os primeiros educadores sociais de rua foram agentes de pastoral, napraga dz =~ Show more
Marrow by discipline

) () views () recommend 1 1 2reg 0 tric 5

Education 36 a ¢1 W1 s e

Educational research & Statistics 1



A full suite of usage statistics on ScienceOpen

21 5,265 56 LePeTreTe 22 33 4
articles views altmetric 0 reviews recommends shares followers
LATEST ARTICLES MOST VIEWED TOP ARTICLES HIGHEST RATED +1 RECOMMEND FOLLOW
Content in context
Collection's content in context Article view count
5.108 views
Publication statistics

Article count

Article view count

Average view count
Share count

Activity count (aggregated number of
recommendations, reviews and comments)

9 ScienceOpen Launchpad 1/17/2018 .SC|ence0PEN-C0m

research+publishing network
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Open post-publication peer review mit

ScienceOpen / Integration mit CrossRef, ORCID

Review by Lauren Collister

S Review

E Lauren Collister evaluated the article as:

What are the benefits and drawbacks of using a smartphone app to crowdsource language
change data?

Fublication date: 01 September 2016 MIRY SIX

ool 10.14293/52199-1006.1. 50OR-UNCAT A4E86763 w1 RZVEIL
Level ofimportance: — JCRCCACEL
Level o valicit: LT
Level of completeness:  PRCCICTT
Level of comprehersibiit: el Ty

Competing interests:  Mone

Recommend this review: +1 | 2 people recommend this

Comments

This project is an interesting one and provides a step into the logical next step of studying
language change. Using crewdsourcing via a3 mobile app available for ¥25, the authars collected
age and location data for Swiss German speakers and also collected their use of different
variables. These data were compared to a T0-year-old dialectological survey of Swiss German to
investigate language change.

#oatl7 @Science_Open @SDawsonBerlin .SCienCEOPEN.com

research+publishing network



Versioning on ScienceOpen

49,932 2 1 . 1 32/ 25,195

wiaws cited by comments reComimends collections shares similar

[ettmetic 470 MOST CITED G commsr 1 rECoMMED B oo~ m ALL SIMILAR
Reviews for article Version 2 m a8

Review by John Smith Review of 'Student evaluations of teaching (mostly) do not measure

Review by Alevander Doe - - .
teaching effectiveness

Reviews for article Verzion 1 Authar Jason Bamr

Publscation date: 0T January 2016
DO 10.142935.2199- 1006 1. SOR-EDUAETEZC W

Keywords: Assessment, Bvalpaton & Research methods, Labor e, Nonparametnic Statehcs,

Heview by doson Barr
Feview by Pahlad Budrakim

Review by Alexander Doe Disparate Impact, Gender Bias, Permutation Tests
[ TR P . E Add o collection - E Eemowe Trom collectson - Export 2 ctaluon
N Bockmark
Intraduding a teaching module to impart
communication skills in the leaming
anaestheziologists
Pnliece VinSipopueet Wil Sinnler, Wl Wl A This review is for o previous version of thes article (Version 1) The mott recent veruon o Wersion 2
Vidya Kelkar ..
I Soft tissue profile in Anatolian Turkish The Boring et al study falls short of ather studies investigating gender and student ratings.
adults: Part Il Compariscn of different soft
frzsue analyses in the evaluaton of beauty. Leval of importance WL TLTET

Authars: Cem M Canikliogiy, E Erbay

Level of valiit: WIS

e g mos . gmg  m



Article: Crossref DOI (with
version)

Author: ORCID ID

License: Creative Commons,
Machine-Readable

Funding body/Grant #. FundRef
Affiliation: Ringgold, GRID
Data: DOI Figshare, Zenodo,
Dryad

Michael Coghlan, Flickr CC BY-SA  FH Potdam @Science_Open @SDawsonBerlin SCIENCEOPEN.com
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Hindawi

Research Communication:
Open Science & the perverse evaluation cycle

Catriona J. MacCallum
Director of Open Science
Hindawi

UCL Town Hall London
Jan 16t, 2018

@ Slides made available under
@ = http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

ORCID 0000-0001-9623-2225
@Hindawi @catmacOA



http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Hindawi

Hindawi

OPEN aACCESS

Open Access since 2007

~18,000 peer-reviewed articles a year

Science, Technology & Medicine

A founding member of OASPA

v Free access — no charge to

aCCess

v No embargos — immediately

available

v" Reuse — Creative Commons

Attribution License (CC BY) - use

with proper attribution




Hindawi

Transitioning Subscription Journals: The
Hindawi-Wiley OA Partnership Pilot

WILEY

Hindawi

The scholarly journals market has undergone huge transformations in recent years;
print subscriptions gave way to electronic distribution, the big deal (for better or worse)
came to be the dominant business model used to purchase journals, and open access
moved from a small radical movement to become a core part of a scholarly publishers

journal strategy.

November 2016

Publisher as service provider

September 2017

Hindawi signs publishing partnership
agreement with AAAS

AVAAAS D

Hindawi

Hindawi today announced the signing of a publishing partnership agreement with the
American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS). Hindawi will support
AAAS by providing post-acceptance publishing services for AAAS's new Science Partner
Journal publishing program. AAAS anticipates its first partner journal will launch in
early 2018



Open Science?

Hindawi
Jeff Rouder
l @JeffRouder
What is Open Science? It is endeavoring to preserve the rights of others to reach Why
independent conclusions about your data and work.
8:47 PM - 5 Dec 2017
e
Open _ (Open Outputs + Open Infrastructure) X Culture
Science (change)
| ] How
Ag_cess, reubgﬁt& Evaluation &
IScoverabiiity Researcher behaviour



Open Science

Hindawi

“Open science is about the way researchers work,
collaborate, interact, share resources and disseminate
results.

....will bring huge benefits for science itself, as well as
for its connection with society. “

Amsterdam Call For Action April 2016
https://english.eu2016.nl/latest/news/2016/04/05/eu-action-plan-for-open-science



Hindawi

“Current incentive structures in science, combined with existing
conventions such as a significance level of 5%, encourage
rational scientists to adopt a research strategy that is to the

detriment of the advancement of scientific knowledge.*



Hindawi

Retraction trends

e=m PubMed notices
=== Web of Science notices

Number of retraction notices

| | | | | |

' [
1977 1981 1985 1989 1993 1997 2001

| |

2005 2009

In same period, volume of papers increased by 44%

Van Noorden, Nature 478, 26-28 (2011)



Is science (communication) trustworthy?

Hindawi

Science
[—— - Communication
@ PLos | MEDICINE Browse = Publish = About Search Q —_
« Poorly Designed studies
& ormu s * small sample sizes, lack of
g randomisation, blinding and
controls

Why Most Published Research Findings Are False

John P A loannidis Views Shares.

Published: August 30, 2005 « DOI: 10.1371/journal pmed 0020124 M ‘p_hacking’ (Selective analyses)

C T - -
. E3ED « Poorly reported methods & results?

Abstract () CrossMark
Modeling the Framework Abstract . . .
* Negative/inconclusive results are
Findings Summary .
Most Published Research I h d
Bias There is increasing concem that most current published research findings are false. The Findings Are False—But a n Ot pU b |S e
Testing by Several probability that a research claim is true may depend on study power and bias, the number of Little Replication Goes a
Independent Teams other studies on the same question, and, importantly, the ratio of true to no relationships Long Way

among the relationships probed in each scientific field. In this framework, a research finding is

Corollaries Jess likely to be trus when the studiss conductzd in a fisld are smaller; when sfisct sizes ars when snoula Fotentaly . Data not available to

Most Research Findings smaller; when there is a greater number and lesser preselection of tested relationships: where False Research Findings Be o N
e False for Most there is greater flexibilty in designs, definitions, outcomes, and analytical modes: when there Considered Acceptable? t / I t
Research Designs and for is greater financial and other interest and prejudice: and when more teams are involved in a ) scrutinise rep Icate
\Most Fislds scientific field in chase of statistical significance. Simulations show that for most study designs When Should Potentially
and settings, it is more likely for a research claim to be false than true. Mersover, for many False Research Findings Be
Claimed Research current scientific fields, claimed research findings may often be simply accurate measures of Considered Acceptable?
Findings May Often Be the prevailing bias. In this essay, | discuss the implications of these problems for the conduct Minimirinn Histakes and

) PLOS‘ MEDICINE Browse  Publish  About Q

phanted soisth 1Head ML, Holman L, Lanfear R, Kahn AT, Jennions MD
(2015) The Extent and Consequences of P-Hacking in

1 Science. PLoS Biol 13(3): e1002106.
s doi:10.1371/journal.phio.1002106
How to Make More Published Research True 2Landis SC, et al. (2012) A call for transparent reporting to
91123 1,610 L e -
-} Views  Shares optimize the predictive value of preclinical research. Nature

ke b 21204+ DO 10 13T o 10174 490(7419): 187-191.



Does prestige ensure ‘quality’?

Hindawi

e Higher ranked journals have more papers retracted?!

e Papers in higher ranked journals are more likely to report either
no or inappropriate statistics?3

e Papers from highly ranked institutions have poorer reporting
standards?

1Fang, Ferric C., and Arturo Casadevall. “Retracted Science and the Retraction Index.” Infection and Immunity 79, no. 10 (October 1, 2011):

3855-59. doi:10.1128/IA1.05661-11.
2Tressoldi PE, Giofre D, Sella F, Cumming G. High impact = high statistical standards? Not necessarily so. PLOS ONE 2013; 8(2):e56180. doi:

10.1371/journal.pone.0056180 PMID: 23418533
3Macleod MR, et al. (2015) Risk of Bias in Reports of In Vivo Research: A Focus for Improvement. PLOS Biol 13(10): e1002273.

doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002273



Incentives drive culture

Hindawi

The biggest barrier to data sharing are the perverse incentives in the
reward and evaluation systems that make authors reluctant to share

» The primacy of publications and the journal as a proxy of quality with
which to award grants and assign tenure (the impact factor...)

Financial bonuses

» Lack of reward for data and other outputs
Lack of transparency & poor reporting
Publication bias



Hindawi

“As competition for jobs and promotions increases, the inflated

value given to publishing in a small number of so-called “high

impact” journals has put pressure on authors to rush into print,
cut corners, exaggerate their findings, and overstate the

significance of their work.

Such publication practices, abetted by the
hypercompetitive grant system and job market, are
changing the atmosphere in many laboratories in

disturbing ways.”

Rescuing US biomedical research from its systemic flaws
Bruce Alberts , Marc W. Kirschner , Shirley Tilghman, and Harold Varmus
PNAS | April 22, 2014 | vol. 111 | no. 16 | 5773-5777
doi: 10.1073/pnas.1404402111



Bullied into bad science
We are postdocs and a reader in the humanities and sciences at

. the University of Cambridge. We are concerned about the
ECRs: sign the letter W .
desperate need for publishing reform to increase transparency,
reproducibility, timeliness, and academic rigour of the production

Hindawi

Non-ECRs: support the campaign

Press coverage and dissemination of scholarly outputs (see Young et al. 2016,
Contacts Smaldino & McElreath 2016).

Interact We have identified actions that institutions and managers can

Additional actions jons are crucial for

pfodern online publication venues (Logan 2017). However, ECRs
are often pressured into publishing against their ethics
through threats that we would not get a job/grant unless we
publish in particular journals (Carter et al. 2014, Who is going to
make change happen?, Kent 2016; usually these journals are
olJer and more familiar, have a print version, a high impact factor,

The Bullied Into Bad Science
campaign is an initiative by early
career researchers (ECRs) for
early career researchers who aim
for a fairer, more open and ethical ;

research and publication publishing open acce HimimiRoree ations, media
environmeni. attention, and job/funding opportunltles (McKiernan et al. 2016).

uni it FC brid Open dissemination of all research outputs is also a fundamental
( niversity © amori ge) principle on which ECRs rely to fight the ongoing reproducibility

crisis in science and thus improve the quality of their research.

o ) To support ECRs in this changing publishing landscape, we
http://bulliedintobadscience.org/ encourage funders, universities, departments, and politicians to



emow of pmpen

eome of papary

¥E 55838

o of psey

e 3 ¥ 8585883

¥EsEBIEE

-ucBsESEEEE

Hindawi
<
Impact factors mask huge variation in
citations - if you use it you are
dishonest and statistically illiterate
@Stephen Curry #COASP

COASP7 ‘Research and researcher evaluation’ (2015),
Stephen Curry (Imperial College London) — available
soon from OASPA website
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« ICYMI No.7: a day in the life of a naked scientist Ways of Seeing —

Pride and Prejudice and journal citation distributions: final, peer

reviewed version
Posted on September 12, 2016 by Stephen

Today sees the publication on bioRxiv of a revised version of our preprint outlining “A simple proposal
earlier post, encourages publishers to mitigate the distorting effects on research assessment;}—joumal
impact factors (JIFs) by providing a simple method for publishing the citation distributions that are so
incompletely characterized by the JIF.

Lavividre ot . (2016) - Publcation of 4
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Imperfect Impact

Hindawi

Clinical trial registration: Looking back and moving ahead
(Published mid 2007)

New Eng. J. Med. 45 (53.298)

Lancet 24 (38.278) 60
J.Am. Med.Assoc. 2| (30.026)
Annals Int. Med. |1 (16.733)
Brit. Med.). 7 (14.093)

Can. Med.Assoc. ). 4 (8.217)

Med. J.Aust. | (2.813)
Croat. Med. J. 9 (1.796) 0

45
R*=09111

Impact factor

0 10 20 30 40 50

Total citations until the end of 201 | Number of citations
(2011 Impact Factor)

January 23, 2016 Imperfect impact Chemical connections
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Hindawi

Current culture embeds status quo

Researchers gain from publishing in ‘designer’ journals
Journals gain financially from their brand/ Journal Impact factor

Institutions gain financially by hiring and firing based on where
researchers publish, not on what they publish (or the mission of the
University)

Research assessment by funders often based on very few
publications and brand/impact factor (some are changing)

Entrenched sub-conscious bias
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It's time for academics to take back
control of research journals

The evolution into a highly-profitable industry was never planned. Academics
must make the case for lower-cost journals

Acad
Levene for

j originated as a vehicle for communicati hotograph: David

gentlemen schol

“Publish or perish” has long been the mantra of academics seeking to make a
success of their research career. Reputations are built on the ability to
communicate something new to the world. Increasingly, however, they are
determined by numbers, not by words, as universities are caught in a tangle of
management targets composed of academic journal impact factors, university
rankings and scores in the government’s research excellence framework.

Untangling academic publishing: a history of goog -
the relationship between commercial

interests, academic prestige and the

circulation of research

Research output: Book/Report » Other report

Overview Citation formats ~ Activities and awards

Standard

Untangling academic publishing : a history of the relationship
between commercial interests, academic prestige and the circulation
of research. / Fyfe, Aileen; Coate, Kelly; Curry, Stephen; Lawson,
Stuart; Moxham, Noah; Rostvik, Camilla Mork.

St Andrews : University of St Andrews, 2017. 26 p.
Research output: Book/Report » Other report

Harvard

Fyfe, A, Coate, K, Curry, S, Lawson, 5, Moxham, N & Rostvik, CM 2017,
Untangling academic publishing: a history of the relationship
between commercial interests, academic prestige and the
circulation of research. University of St Andrews, St Andrews. DOI:
10.5281/zenodo.546100

APA

Funded projects

plo]]

10.5281/zenodo.546100

Open Access permissions
Open

Links

Open Access version in 5t Andrews
Research Repository

394

Fyfe, A., Coate, K., Curry, 5., Lawson, 5., Moxham, N., & Rostvik, C. M. (2017). Untangling academic publishing:
a history of the relationship between commercial interests, academic prestige and the circulation of research.

St Andrews: University of St Andrews. DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.546100
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“Readers [audience] should note that, in many jurisdictions,
use of Sci-Hub may constitute copyright infringement.
Users of Sci-Hub do so at their own risk. This study [and
talk...] is not an endorsement of using Sci-Hub, and its

authors and publishers accept no responsibility on behalf of

readers.”

Himmelstein DS, Romero AR, McLaughlin SR, Greshake Tzovaras B, Greene CS. (2017) Sci-Hub provides access to nearly
all scholarly literature. PeerJ Preprints 5:€3100v1 https://doi.org/10.7287/peer|.preprints.3100v1
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Publisher as service provider

Hindawi

e Encourage and facilitate better forms of credit
* ORCID
®  CRediT taxonomy

¢ Data /software citations
e Protocols
e Preprints
e Citation distributions
e Encourage data / software / materials sharing
e Provide high quality metadata
e Reduce friction

® Enable connections and discovery

®  Adopt relevant persistent identifiers

® Reduce the burden on researchers

® Reduce the burden for funders and institutions

® Enable a machine readable ecosystem
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A radically open approach to developing

infrastructure for Open Science Open Source
* prevents monopolistic control

* requires an active community of users
and service providers to develop and
maintain infrastructure

Paul Peters October 23rd, 2017

Open Data

* metadata about the research process
itself, such as funding data, publication
and citation data, and “altmetrics” data

(w] f Jc-]in |5 Open Integrations
+ standard metadata formats and open

Hindawi’s CEO, Paul Peters, explains the problems inherent in proprietary solutions for Open AP|
Science infrastructure and presents a proposal for how things can be done differently. S

Should commercial companies have a role in developing infrastructure for an Open

Science future? Open Contracts

» completely open (public) and no lock-in
(e.g. Non-Disclosure Agreements,
multi-year contract terms, and privately
negotiated prices)

most of the data needed to support Open
Science is controlled by commercial
companies, both big and small. This growing
reliance on a handful of companies to
provide proprietary analytics and decision A
tools for research funders and universities g, Collaborative

. . . Knowledge
poses serious risks for the future Bpoccrod e Eoiiridation



*UCLPRESS

Open Access
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Journals Manager, UCL Press
i.caswell@ucl.ac.uk

Slides made available under
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3 ‘Scholarly outputs are typlcally subjected toa
Y publications process that limits their widespread
- dissemination. UCL is committed to being a force for
good and enlightenment in the world. This includes
" ensuring that the products of its research are made as
_ widely available as possible.

;::;'.} Professor David Price, Vice Provost (Research), UCL
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About JE
UCL Press | |

: Over 700,000 downloads in
56 fully peer reviewed books ) °
over 200 countries
Innovative publication in all m All publications made
subject areas Q! available open access

*UCLPRESS
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Advantages of a new model at UCL Press

Open, transparent, and accountable | Diverse research
outputs | Universal and unrestricted dissemination

*UCLPRESS



Launch and
further
development

Editorial
board
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Our platform

SCIeNCeOPEN.com

research+publishing network

See the UCL Press journals at
https://www.scienceopen.com/collection/UCLPress

*UCLPRESS
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