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Taylor M., Perakakis P., Trachana V. (2008). The Siege of Science. Ethics in Science and
Environmental Politics. 8(1), pp. 17-40.
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The peer review drugs don’t work

A process at the heart of science is based on faith rather than evidence, says Richard Smith, and
vested interests keep it in place

Peer review is supposed to be the quality assurance system for science, weeding out the
scientifically unreliable and reassuring readers of journals that they can trust what they are
reading. In reality, however, it is ineffective, largely a lottery, anti-innovatory, slow, expensive,
wasteful of scientific time, inefficient, easily abused, prone to bias, unable to detect fraud and
irrelevant.
Perhaps the biggest argument against the peer review of completed studies is that it simply isn't
needed. With the World Wide Web everything can be published, and the world can decide what's
important and what isn't. This proposition strikes terror into many hearts, but with so much
poor-quality science published what do we have to lose?

Richard Smith, former British Medical Journal editor

May 28, 2015



Effects of Editorial Peer Review

A Syste matiC ReVieW Tom Jefferson, MD

Philip Alderson, MBChB
Elizabeth Wager, MA

Frank Davidoff, MD

Conclusions Editorial peer review, although widely used, is largely untested and its
effects are uncertain.
JAMA. 2002;287:2784-2786 www.jama.com

(@ Cochrane .

Better health.

Editorial peer review for improving the quality of reports of biomedical studies

Published:
18 April 2007 Authors' conclusions:
Authors: At present, little empirical evidence is available to support the use of editorial

Jefferson T, Rudin M, Brodney peer review as a mechanism to ensure quality of biomedical research.
Folse S, Davidoff F



Published online 5 October 2011 | Nature 478, 26-28 (2011) |

doi:10.1038/478026a

Science publishing: The trouble with

retractions

A surge in withdrawn papers is highli ing in the
system for handling them.

Richard Van Noorden

RISE OF THE RETRACTIONS

In the past decade, the number of retraction notices has shot up 10-fold (top), even as the literature
has expanded by only 44%. It is likely that only about half of all retractions are for researcher
misconduct (middle). Higher-impact journals have logged more retraction notices over the past decade,
but much of the increase during 2006-10 came from lower-mpact journals (bottom).
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¥ Misconduct accounts for the majority of retracted

v4 Scientific publications
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Taylor M., Perakakis P., Trachana V. (2008). The Siege of Science. Ethics in Science and
Environmental Politics. 8(1), pp. 17-40.
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“Una oleada de adquisiciones en el negocio editorial ha
creado empresas gigantescas con el poder de extraer de las
bibliotecas universitarias precios cada vez mas altos por las
revistas.”

Taylor M., Perakakis P., Trachana V. (2008). The Siege of Science. Ethics in Science and
Environmental Politics. 8(1), pp. 17-40.
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Profit Margins: Journal Publishers v. Other Companies
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Perakakis, P., Taylor, M., & Trachana, V. (2010). Natural Selection of Academic Papers.
Scientometrics, 85(2), 553-559.



https://pandelisperakakis.info/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/NSAP_Perakakis_2010.pdf

NSAP (2010): Una propuesta disruptiva

Society
Politics
Media

! Rating of
Avicles &
/' Reviews

Preprints
Green OA

Open Peer Review
(Reports, Identities,
Participation)

Community Governance

Sustainable

Perakakis, P., Taylor, M., & Trachana, V. (2010). Natural Selection of Academic Papers.

Scientometrics, 85(2), 553-559.
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Open Peer Review Module (2015)

Open Peer Review Module

Open Scholar coordinated a consortium of five partners to develop
an open source module that can be installed on institutional
repositories to enable overlay open peer review.
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https://www.openscholar.org.uk/open-peer-review-module-for-repositories/
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Next Generation Repositories (2015)

November 28, 2017  other |

Next Generation Repositories: Behaviours and
Technical Recommendations of the COAR Next
Generation Repositories Working Group

Rodrigues, Eloy; Bollini, Andrea; Cabezas, Alberto; Castelli, Donatella; Carr, Les; Chan, Leslie; Humphrey, Chuck; Johnson,

Rick; Knoth, Petr; Manghi, Paolo; Matizirofa, Lazarus; Perakakis, Pandelis; Schirrwagen, Jochen; Selematsela, Daisy; Shearer,
Kathleen; Walk, Paul; Wilcox, David; Yamaji, Kazu

Our vision is to position repositories as the foundation for a distributed,
globally networked infrastructure for scholarly communication, on top
of which layers of value added services will be deployed, thereby
transforming the system, making it more research-centric, open to and
supportive of innovation, while also collectively managed by the
scholarly community.

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1215014
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COAR: Notify project (2020)

Notify: Repository and Services Interoperability Project
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nature

Explore content v About the journal v Publish with us v Subscribe

nature > correspondence > article

CORRESPONDENCE | 25 July 2023

No-pay publishing: use institutional
repositories

Isabel Bernal & Pandelis Perakakis

Nature 619, 698 (2023)
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-023-02315-z
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ROYAL SOCIETY
OPEN SCIENCE

@ Open Access Perspective

Replacing academic journals

View PDF - P ' )
Bjorn Brembs &, Philippe Huneman, Felix Schdnbrodt, Gustav Nilsonne, Toma Susi,

Renke Siems, Pandelis Perakakis, Varvara Trachana, Lai Ma and
Sara Rodriguez-Cuadrado

M) Check for updates

9, Tools < Share
Published:19 July 2023 https://doi.org/10.1098/rs0s.230206

“...replace traditional journals with a decentralized, resilient,
evolvable network that is interconnected by open standards
and open-source norms under the governance of the
scholarly community.”

Brembs, B., Huneman, P., Schonbrodt, F., Nilsonne, G., Susi, T., Siems, R., Perakakis, P.,
Trachana, V., Ma, L., & Rodriguez-Cuadrado, S. (2023). Replacing academic journals. Royal
Society Open Science, 10(7), 230206.
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éQué son las practicas de ciencia abierta?

@ Acceso abierto a los resultados de las investigaciones, como publicaciones, datos, programas
informdticos, modelos, algoritmos vy flujos de trabajo.

@ Puesta en comun abierta y en fase temprana de las investigaciones, por ejemplo a través del registro
previo, los informes registrados, las prepublicaciones y la bisqueda participativa de soluciones
a problemas especificos.

© Utilizacién de infraestructuras abiertas de investigacion —
para la puesta en comtin de conocimientos y datos.

@ Participacion en revisiones por pares abiertas.

@ Medidas para garantizar la reproducibilidad de los >
resultados.

@ Colaboracion abierta en el &mbito de la ciencia
y con otros agentes del conocimiento, especialmente
participacion de los ciudadanos, la sociedad civil y los
usuarios finales, por ejemplo en la ciencia ciudadana. A4




Liga de Universidades europeas de
investigacion (LERU)

Identificar cdmo la Ciencia Abierta podria ayudar a
detener comportamientos poco éticos en areas como la
autoria fantasma, la omisién de autores en los resultados
de la investigacién a pesar de sus importantes
contribuciones, los comportamientos poco éticos en la

revision por pares, el plagio y el robo de ideas.
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Contributor Roles Taxonomy

“Los roles no pretenden
definir lo que constituye la
autoria, sino captar todo el
trabajo que permite
producir publicaciones
académicas.”

https://credit.niso.org/

CRediT

¢ List all Contributions — All contributions should be listed,
whether from those listed as authors or individuals named in
acknowledgements;

Multiple Roles Possible — Individual contributors can be

assigned multiple roles, and a given role can be assigned to

multiple contributors;

Degree of Contribution Optional — Where multiple
individuals serve in the same role, the degree of contribution can
optionally be specified as ‘lead’, ‘equal’, or ‘supporting’;

Shared Responsibility — Corresponding authors should
assume responsibility for role assignment, and all contributors

should be given the opportunity to review and confirm assigned
roles;

¢ Make CRediT Machine Readable — CRediT tagged
contributions should be coded in JATS xml vi.2


https://credit.niso.org/

Estrategia Nacional de Ciencia i%i R
Abierta (ENCA)

E INNOVACION

Revisidn por pares abierta: aportar mayor rigor cientifico a las
revisiones y garantizar la transparencia y la rendicion de
cuentas de las partes involucradas.



UNESCO m

Promoting, as appropriate, open peer review evaluation
practices including possible disclosure of the identity of the
reviewers, publicly available reviews and the possibility for a
broader community to provide comments and participate in
the assessment process.
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$2,000

We do not artificially limit the number of articles
we review or publish.

The fee for publishing an article with eLife is
$2,000, charged at the point we commit to peer
reviewing the article.

https://elifesciences.org/about/peer-review

Submit your research

Decision to review

Consultative peer review

Reviewed Preprint published

Provide your revisions (optional)

Version of Record (optional)
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La Comunidad frente a la comercializacion

* Priorizar los intereses de la Ciencia y la Sociedad

* Colaboracién entre bibliotecas/repositorios e investigadores
mas alld de los acuerdos transformativos, cursos de Scopus,
republicacion de VORs (conversacion, colaboracion,
pedagogia)

* Innovacidn en revisidn por pares mas alla de “cémo ser un
buen revisor”

* Participacion en coaliciones con una visién de futuro
alineada con los interéses de la Ciencia y la Sociedad (p.e;j.
COAR, Open Scholar...)



