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Because of the internet’s revolutionary potential…
There are three things that we need to understand
about the web. First, it is more amazing than we
think. Second, the conjunction of technologies
that made the web successful was extremely
unlikely. Third, we probably would not create it, or
any technology like it, today…
…Why is the web amazing?
Because of what people have built on it.

James Boyle, Web’s never-to-be-repeated revolution, Financial Times, November 2, 2005
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…publishing is changing dramatically
innoscholcomm.silk.co
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We intend to address the questions of what drives innovation and how
these innovations change research workflows and may contribute to more
open, efficient and good science.

Science is in transition. This poster gives an impression of the exploratory
phase of a project aiming to chart innovation in scholarly information and
communication flows from evolutionary and network perspectives.
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If the purpose of innovation is to solve
problems
What are the problems that need addressing?

Problem #1

Most important long-term
developments in publishing: Open Access:

Bianca Kramer & Jeroen Bosman
Geneva Workshop on Innovations in Scholarly Communication (OAI9), Geneva, June 18, 2015

Open access to publications is just one of
many “open” initiatives
Data
Rights
Publishing

What does “Open Access” really mean?

open is more than free
Open Access
=
free access
+
reuse rights
+
author attribution rights
+
permanent archiving

Authors
need to be
aware that
funders care
about OA…

…so it is woven into policies globally

…and in Australia.

http://roarmap.eprints.org/

Major OA policy developments in the past month
“We are pursuing the large-scale
implementation of free online access to, and
largely unrestricted use and re-use of scholarly
research articles.”
Open Science Conference

“Two pan-European goals for 2020.
1. Full open access for all
scientific publications.
2. A fundamentally new approach towards
optimal reuse of research data.”

There is now a thriving OA ecosystem
• Preprints
• Journals
• Archiving
• Book & monograph publishing

and thriving peripheral legal (mostly)…

…and illegal
sites

If Open Access is the most important long term
development in publishing,

what is potentially most disruptive?

Bianca Kramer & Jeroen Bosman
Geneva Workshop on Innovations in Scholarly Communication (OAI9), Geneva, June 18, 2015

Innovations circumventing traditional publishers new publishing models…

…and new ways of peer review

Innovation can change publishing
innoscholcomm.silk.co
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Innovation has to work with researchers’
preference for innovations that maximize
efficiency…

innoscholcomm.silk.co
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http://www.slideshare.net/bmkramer/the-good-the-efficient-and-the-open-oai9
Kramer & Bosman 2015 CC-BY

… and which are…
Intuitive and easy to use (even invisible)
Available free at the point of use
Incremental in building upon existing practices

Innovation and culture can work together
innoscholcomm.silk.co
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plain language
open drafting
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•

Adapted from: Bianca Kramer & Jeroen Bosman
Geneva Workshop on Innovations in Scholarly Communication
(OAI9), Geneva, June 18, 2015
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Some innovations that are already in place
• Machine and human
readable open licenses
• Unique author ID
• Unique article & subarticle ID
• Unique crosslinking
• Article versioning

but to make adoption really easy, we need to
build it into existing workflows

What’s in it for me?

Yes, 2-3 times more
frequently

READS
CITES

Scholarly Publishing & Academic Resources Coalition

Of

70 studies
46 show a citation

advantage for OA papers

Inconclusive

Studies that found no
citation advantage for
open access papers

Studies that found a
citation advantage for
open access papers

Open Access papers
47% more likely
to be cited.

Problem #2
Fig 4. Percentage of papers published by the five major publishers, by discipline of Social Sciences and
Humanities, 1973–2013.

Larivière V, Haustein S, Mongeon P (2015) The Oligopoly of Academic Publishers in the Digital Era. PLoS ONE 10(6): e0127502.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0127502
http://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0127502

The flow of money is complex (and hidden)

Lawson, Stuart; Gray, Jonathan; Mauri, Michele (2015): Opening the Black Box of Scholarly
Communication Funding: A Public Data Infrastructure for Financial Flows in Academic
Publishing. .
http://dx.doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.1601864

What does the future look like?

Publishing is changing…it’s
not just in the hands of
editors now

