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Agenda
1. OA Basics
2. Publishing Agreements & OA Statistics
3. Predatory Publishing
4. Plan S (if we have time)



Open-access (OA) literature is digital, 
online, free of charge, and free of 
most copyright and licensing 
restrictions.
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Starting with gold OA�Articles are published OA directly in an OA journal

Automatically accessible and open for everyone

Articles often published with Creative Commons licences – you keep copyright

Often cost money (Article Processing Charges)

Gold open access is when a journal is exclusively dedicated to make ALL published articles available open access, for example PLoS One. These can be published by smaller publishers as well as large, so called, legacy publishers as Elsevier. If you publish in one of these journals your research will automatically become open for all to read and share. Often a CC-license is accompanied with these articles that regulate user rights. You as an author maintain copyright of your article. Often, but not always, publishing in these journals cost money – or APCs – article processing charges. These fees are meant to cover the expenses of the journal so that they can keep doing what they’re doing. Some are for profit and some non-profit (PLoS for example). 

Green open access on the other hand does not rely on open access publishers instead its based around posting versions of articles already published with non-OA publishers in repositories. So how is this possible? Well many or most publishers allow researchers to share their accepted versions of a paper freely on the internet after an embargo period of 6-12-24 months. These embargoes are precaution on the publisher’s side so that they don’t go out of business. However, it might be a less attractive alternative for researchers wanting to share their research fast. Institutional and subject based archives are the backbone of the green infrastructure. By depositing your article in one of those, for example Epsilon, staff makes sure that embargoes are followed and that the correct version is uploaded. Besides this the archives are designed to enable long term preservation, persistent links and have metadata sharing capabilities so that one repositories collection can be shared with another. Green open access is always free of cost and enables you to publish with your preferred journal (mostly). The downside primarily has to do with embargoes and in some cases, readability. As green OA seldom has any licenses attached it might be hard for a user to know what they are allowed to do with a certain article.

So, hybrid open access is perhaps the flavour that researchers are most unaware of, when it comes to terminology, but are frequently using. But it is growing and is turning into big business. Hybrid OA is when a journal combines gold open access with a traditional subscription system. This means that authors are allowed to publish OA in exchange for APCs. Hybrid OA is somewhat frowned upon by the library community because the APCs are generally more costly compared to gold OA journals. But primarily it is because the hybrid model gives the publisher double incomes – subscriptions and APCs. Meaning they can make twice as much money paid by tax-payers, universities and libraries. Putting extra pressure on already constrained budgets. The positive thing with Hybrid OA is that it enables researchers to stick to their preferred journals regardless even if they aren’t gold. The downside is that the OA option is expensive, often a higher cost than publishing in an OA journal.









SLU agreements for open access publishing
No cost for researchers:
• Springer Compact

• SpringerNature Fully OA (incl. BMC)

• Taylor & Francis 

• Cambridge University Press

• Royal Society of Chemistry

• Oxford University Press

Discounts
• Frontiers, 10% on all open access fees

Comming in 2020
Elsevier & Wiley - Aim is an agreement for 
both hybrid and gold open access

Complete journal lists can be found on the university library website
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All in all SLU has agrements that covers roughly 5500 journals from a wide range of publishers. This is due to a national stratagy based on directives from the EU that by 2020 all publicly funded research should be available open access. The Swedish Library Consortia (the organisation that handles and negotiatiate the agreements) are commited to exlusively meet these kinds of agreements instead of traditionall read-only agreements. They aim for similar transistional agreements with Wiley and Elsevier in 2020

In order to have the APC covered the corresponding authour has to be part of a participating institution

https://www.slu.se/en/subweb/library/publish-and-analyse/open-access/slu-memberships-/


Top ten (11!) journals at Clinical Sciences 2014-2018

Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica* Gold BMC

Theriogenology Hybrid Elsevier

PLOS ONE Gold PLoS

Journal of Veterinary Internal Medicine Gold Wiley

BMC Veterinary Research* Gold BMC

Preventive Veterinary Medicine Hybrid Elsevier

Reproduction in Domestic Animals Hybrid Wiley

Animal Reproduction Science Hybrid Elsevier

Journal of Dairy Science Hybrid Elsevier

The Veterinary Journal Hybrid Elsevier

Veterinary Record Hybrid BMJ

*Journal included in OA-agreement, no cost for authors
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A lot of gold in the top
The Wiley & Elsevier journals will hopefully be covered by agreements next year
Publishing in BMC-journals are already free of charge



SLU
PLOS ONE Gold PLOS
EFSA Journal Hybrid Wiley
Forest Ecology and Management Hybrid Elsevier
Scandinavian Journal of Forest 
Research Gold Taylor & Francis

Scientific Reports Hybrid Nature
Science of The Total 
Environment Hybrid Elsevier

Journal of Dairy Science Gold Elsevier
Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica Gold BMC
Ecology and Evolution Gold Wiley
Frontiers in Plant Science Gold Frontiers
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What to make of this?
Generally more OA than non-OA, exceptions being 2014 and 2018
2018 less hybrid but more non OA: possible reason is there was no fund for APCs? Will hopefully be solved next year.
No green OA – tricky to meassure and low to non-existing at SLU. Makes up about 3-5 % of the total. Will become next to irrelevant thanks to transformative deals. 
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SLU as a whole. In comparison you guys publish more OA – of course OA-status of journals is subject specific



https://www.leidenranking.com/ranking/2019/list
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Presentation Notes
Green OA is skewed because of definition issues:

Leiden count any publication in institutional repositories as green OA. This essentially means that hybrid and gold articles are often counted twice – once as what they asctually are and once as green due to them being in the repository.

Our definition of green is based on the fact that green OA gives access to subscription based papers which means gold and hybrid papers are only counted for what they are.

https://www.leidenranking.com/ranking/2019/list


Predatory Journals
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Nelhans, G. Misstänkt tvivelaktig publicering vid nordiska lärosäten (2019) Swepub användardag 2019 http://www.kb.se/bibliotek/utbildningar/2019/Swepub-anvandardag-2019/

Shen, C. & Björk, B-C. ‘Predatory’ Open Access: a Longitudinal Study of Article Volumes and Market Characteristics (2015), BMC Medicine 13:230




Common traits
• Charges for publication of papers in conjuction with a lack of peer-review or editorial work

• No (or hard-to-find) information on publication fees on website (notifying authors of fees only after 

acceptance)

• Sometimes obvious grammatical errors on website, including in article titles

• Targeting scholars through mass-email spamming in attempts to get them to publish or serve on 

editorial boards – often exaggerated tone in e-mail

• The scope of the journal is very broad and/or illogical



Common traits
• Listing scholars as members of editorial boards without their permission or not allowing them to resign

• Listing fake scholars as members of editorial boards or authors

• Copying the visual design and language of the marketing materials and websites of legitimate, established 

journals (hi-jacking of journals)

• Giving false information about the location of the publishing operation

• Fake, non-existent, or mis-represented metrics (i.e. impact factors)

• Falsely claims to be indexed in various databases or part of associations (e.g WOS, DOAJ, OASPA, COPE)



Volumes and distribution

Article volumes in pred. 
journals 2010-2015
-Shen & Björk (2015)
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In total these journals published an estimated 420,000 articles in 2014, after a relatively linear growth from 53,000 in 2010



Volumes and distribution

Distribution of authors in pred. 
journals by geographic region. 
-Shen & Björk (2015)
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describes the regional distribution of the 262 sampled corresponding authors, which is highly skewed to Asia and Africa. Around 35 % of authors are from India, followed by Nigerian authors (8 %) and US authors (6 %).



Volumes and distribution

“the problem of predatory open 

access seems highly contained to 

just a few countries, where the 

academic evaluation practices 

strongly favor international 

publication, but without further 

quality checks.”
-Shen & Björk (2015).
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”We found that the the problems caused by predatory journals are rather limited and regional, and believe that the publishing volumes in such journals will cease growing in the near future.”



Volumes and distribution
The Swedish Context (Nelhans 2019)

• Low volumes of predatory publishing.
• Volumes are steadily declining (from roughly 0.82% to 0.5% of the national 

article output 2012-2017).
• Volumes differs between types of HEI’s.



Volumes and distribution at SLU
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Presentation Notes
Data on predatory journals and articles come from Cabells blacklist, all other publication data has been exported from SLUpub



Volumes and distribution at SLU

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Data on predatory journals and articles come from Cabells blacklist, all other publication data has been exported from SLUpub




Don’t become prey

Visit thinkchecksubmit.org
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Is the journal clear about the type of peer review it uses?
Ask your peers and colleagues: do they know this publisher?
Google is often useful: a quick search on journal title or publisher name might give you a lot of information about what other people experienced in dealing with them
Look through what subjects and articles they have published previously and by which authors. 
Who is on the editorial board? Is this an academic context you’d want to be a part of?
Are articles indexed in services that you use?




https://thinkchecksubmit.org/check/
https://thinkchecksubmit.org/


Don’t become prey
Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ)

Accredits and indexes OA journals

Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE)
Sets up guidelines for ethical practices in scientific publishing

Open Access Scholarly Publishers Association (OASPA)
Develops and promotes best-practice in OA-publishing

http://www.doaj.org/
https://publicationethics.org/members/publishers
https://oaspa.org/membership/members/


Don’t become prey
Other indexes to check:

Web of Science Core Collection
(strict criteria for inclusion)

Journal Citation Reports (JCR), 
check up claims of high impact
factor.

https://apps.webofknowledge.com/WOS_GeneralSearch_input.do?product=WOS&search_mode=GeneralSearch&SID=C2Jtj6CI6xCJPFHXRpJ&preferencesSaved=
https://jcr.incites.thomsonreuters.com/JCRLandingPageAction.action?Init=Yes&SrcApp=IC2LS&SID=H4-K53jVnxxoVRjx2FtzITrx2Ft6C18f6ELV9h87-18x2dngCU83GLpGRbOeWocRhsZgx3Dx3DXKzYrNxxu3yWNqQ0OFBKPvwx3Dx3D-qBgNuLRjcgZrPm66fhjx2Fmwx3Dx3D-h9tQNJ9Nv4eh45yLvkdX3gx3Dx3D


What about ”blacklists”?
• Beall´s list – site dedicated to list predatory journals and publishers – closed

down in Jan 2017 (”legal reasons”)
• Problems with Beall´s list: one-man operation, listed criteria, but unclear

procedures of evaluation, unclear how to appeal to get off the list etc
• There are anonymous sites on the web continuing that work
• In 2017 Cabell´s launched blacklist of deceptive and predatory academic 

journals – subscription service (https://www2.cabells.com/predatory-journals)

https://www2.cabells.com/predatory-journals


Coalition S and Plan S
• cOAlition S, an international consortium of research funders (currently 24 funders) - in Sept 

2018, they launched Plan S with 10 principles on open access

• “With effect from 2021, all scholarly publications […] must be published in Open Access 

Journals, on Open Access Platforms, or made immediately available through Open Access 

Repositories without embargo.”

• Immediate OA with CC-BY license (CC-BY-ND exceptions when needed)

• Hybrid OA only allowed for transition period until end of 2024

• No time embargo on green OA (self-archiving)

• https://www.coalition-s.org/
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In 2018 an initiative launched, Coalition S. A group of funders from mainly Europé (but also some others), want to accelerate road to OA. Strengthen tthe requirementents on OA.
All project calls from 20201, must publish OA as stated here.

https://www.coalition-s.org/


Plan S in Sweden
• Formas, Forte and Vinnova is part of Coalition S (not 

Vetenskapsrådet/Swedish Research Council)
• Lots of debate in Sweden and world wide what it will mean in practice
• Will apply to all new calls starting January 2021
• Formas to come with new guidance before 2021

• https://www.formas.se/om-formas/vad-vi-gor/oppen-tillgang-till-
vetenskapliga-publikationer-och-plan-s.html
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In Sweden, 3 funders so far have joined Coalition S. There has been lots of debate around it. Formas is SLU´s largest external funder and it will have impact on SLU publishing. Formas has said they will come with more details on new guidelines before Plan S takes effect.

https://www.formas.se/om-formas/vad-vi-gor/oppen-tillgang-till-vetenskapliga-publikationer-och-plan-s.html


Plan S Compliance at SLU?



Clinical Sciences – Top Ten Journals and Plan S Compliance
Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica Gold(pS) BMC

Theriogenology Hybrid Elsevier

PLOS ONE Gold(pS) PLoS

Journal of Veterinary Internal Medicine Gold(pS) Wiley

BMC Veterinary Research Gold(pS) BMC

Preventive Veterinary Medicine Hybrid Elsevier

Reproduction in Domestic Animals Hybrid Wiley

Animal Reproduction Science Hybrid Elsevier

Journal of Dairy Science Hybrid Elsevier

The Veterinary Journal Hybrid Elsevier

Veterinary Record Hybrid BMJ
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Bonusslide

PS= plan S compliant
Hybrid journals are comliant until 2024 if the employ CC-BY as a license



Thanks for listening!

olof.frank@slu.se

0730750982

biblioteket@slu.se

Questions?



Questions
Question: What about PubMed, what inclusion criteria are employed for the 
database? Can it serve as a whitelist for OA-journals?

Answer: All journals are required to fulfil a bunch of requirements regarding, 
peer-review, scientific quality, technical standrads etc. 
(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/pub/addjournal/#pubinfo-app-proc)
PubMed could probably serve well as a whitelist!

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/pub/addjournal/#pubinfo-app-proc
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