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The ‘open’ landscape; a publisher view



Open Access at OUP

44 fully OA 

journals

>300 hybrid 

journals

7,207 OA 

articles in 

2016

Subject 
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OUP’s OA Strategy

Sustainable, high 

quality publishing

Engagement with 

communities

Experiment and share

Efficient administration

Fair and sustainable 

prices



OA hybrid uptake by subject area (2007-2016)
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OA uptake - Hungarian authors



Total OUP OA Papers 2004-2016
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Open Access

A low priority for most researchers (STM & HSS)

Nature Author Insights Survey 2015 http://figshare.com/articles/Author_Insights_2015_survey/1425362

http://figshare.com/articles/Author_Insights_2015_survey/1425362


Opening up content

Piwowar, et al., 2017. https://peerj.com/preprints/3119v1/



•Author submits, 
names funding source

•Publisher creates 
metadata; sends via 
CrossRef and open 
APIs

Identification

•Publisher makes full 
text available to index

•Agency portals

•Common search 
engines

•CHORUS search

Discovery
•Version of record 
immediately if Gold OA 
paid, or after embargo 
period

Access  at 
publisher

•CHORUS dashboard 
provides reports and 
services to funding 
agencies, publishers, 
piloting with institutions

Compliance

•Preservation 
partners: Portico, 
CLOCKSS

Preservation

http://www.chorusaccess.org

http://www.chorusaccess.org


A mixed economy

Fully OA Hybrid Green 

Funder  

platforms



A mixed economy

Map courtesy of Alicia Wise, Elsevier, with slight adaptations.

Local offsetting



Workflows

Automation through PIDs



Workflows

Scholarly Communications Licence

New workflows – Institution/Author/Publisher

http://ukscl.ac.uk/



Open Data

OUP data survey

Survey of OUP publishers

• STM more likely to have data policies than humanities

• Mixture of funding models

• Why no policy? 

• Not relevant

• Not commonly needed in the field (encouraged)

• Lack of funding

• Supplementary material 

• Existing community norms

Flexibility is essential – no one-size-fits-all approach



OUP journals and data

16

Transparency & Openness 

Promotion (TOP) Guidelines



GigaScience

• Fully Open Access

• CC BY

• All data behind papers required to be 

made public, CC0, hosted in GigaDB

• Open peer review – all reviewers 

identified, all versions and 

correspondence published alongside 

paper

• Galaxy site hosting tools and data 

analyses

• Github site hosting software

• Integration with Publons

• Integration with Protocols.io for 

hosting methodologies

• Direct submission from biorxiv

preprint service

Open peer 

review

Preprint servers

http://gigadb.org
http://gigagalaxy.net
https://github.com/gigascience
https://www.protocols.io/groups/gigascience-journal
http://biorxiv.org


Article Sharing

http://www.howcanishareit.com/

AOV

Vs.

AM

Vs.

VOR

Scholarly collaboration networks



Any questions?


