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Open Access offers greater visibility, transparency and impact.

Articles published Open Access with Taylor & Francis typically
receive 32% more citations and over 6 times as many downloads.

Your funder or institution may encourage, or mandate Open
Access and funds might be available to cover charges
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“Open access gives other scholars and students at all educational
levels immediate access to your work.

llike the idea that there might be people
in sub-Saharan Africa reading my work, in addition to well-known
scholars in the ivory towers of the world's elite universities. Open
access is such a that, whenever
institutional resources allow, I like to pursue it.”
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Costas Karageorghis,
‘Music in the exercise domain: a review and synthesis (Part )

www.tandfonline.com/openaccess
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Open Access FFEREN

1. Making content freely available online to read. Meaning you

be read by anyone, anywhere.

2. Making content reusable by third parties with little or no rest
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Journal Publishing Models BAFJ-

PR
Journals that publish all content
Open Access.
Funded by:
APC (article processing charge) ~_

Sponsorship

Institutional agreement
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HhRARET

Subscription-funded journals
that offer the option of
choosing Open Access.

Open Access cost is funded
by:

APC

Under an existing agreement
with your institution
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How to Read a Licence T #&) AN 5
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BY NC SA
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reative acknowledge you use your work non- thers cannot shared under the same
Commons licence when they re-use commercially amend ykour licence as the original
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Challenges FEdix

Predatory journals pose a serious threat both to researchers publishing the
results of their work and to the peer-reviewed medical literature itself.
These publications differ from legitimate open-access journals in that
predatory journals subvert the peer-review publication system for the sole
purpose of financial gain with little evident concern for ethical behavior.
AMWA, EMWA & ISMPP joint statement on predatory publishing
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Making informed choices {#H B &S BI155HE

DIRECTORY OF
] OPEN ACCESS
| JOURNALS

www.doaj.org

¢ JTHINK

VY CHECK
P> SuBMIT (ASPA

WWW.0aspa.org

www.thinkchecksubmit.org


http://www.doaj.org/
http://www.oaspa.org/

Choosing a journal 155i%&

* Your current project

 Your intended audience

 Remember, you are joining a conversation
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Age

History
Affiliation

Scope

Size

Audience

Impact

Editorial board
Publishing model
Peer review

Rejection rate

BIFURT
SRS
HIIRBXRE
SR ZRBE]
FIEIE X EE
EENR
=AY
WEs

H AR AR

EA TR
HELITES

Taylor & Francis Group

an informa business

Photo: Eugenio Mazzone at Unsplash



Taylor & Francis Group
an informa business

Fully Open Access 522 FFHGXREN

» Over 250 fully open access journals

» Speciality and multidisciplinary OA journals available
» Dove Medical Press joined Taylor & Francis in 2017

 F1000Research joined Taylor & Francis in 2020
» Different publishing models offered

e For more information: https://www.tandfonline.com/openaccess/openjournals

cogent--0a
o HBE2508 & FIGREEAT

« RESFTE RIS EEA T Dove

o EZEZHARHTETF20175FI0 A\ Taylor & Francis
« F1000ResearchF2020 i\ Taylor & Francis

. PSRRI FRC0 i ol

- BZFE: https://www.tandfonline.com/openaccess/openjournals
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Life Earth & Environmental Science

an. HEkSH(ER=E

5P_|§YTE VIru lence Mitochondrial DNA Part B
European Journal of o St i ; RESOURCES

REMOTE SENSING

BiGengineered
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Physical Sciences & Engineering

YIIE

Science and
Technology of
Advanced
Materials

STAM [

Bl=F0TFE

Materials
Research
Letters

A-

Journales
Statistics
Education

COMPUTATIONAL
FLUID MECHANICS
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Medicine & Health

EFHIERR
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Global Health
Action

Oncolmmunology

PHARMACEUTICAL
BIOLOGY
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Social Sciences and Arts & Humanties

ISRF. ZARAX

URBAN Xz cogent o RIS <X cogent
PLANNING POLITICAL social ’I;EE'TI'H"ENCS & CULTURE business &
TRANSPORT RESEARCH sciences e —— management

Regional Studies
Regional Science

Special tssue: Remembering between Travel and Locatedness:
New Horzans n Cultaral and Meda Memary Studes.
Guest EStors: Maria ENsabeth Dorr, Astrid Er8, Erin Hogerte,

Pauk Vickers, Jandds M1 Wegner

. [ toxtectye | TSN ROA it .

EXCHANGE

AN OPEN ACCESS !
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Publication ethics- issues that can arise {CIHE{E

« Authorship - B

 Competing interests « FzEHse

» Duplicate submission/publication - EERBMEMR
 Data or image fabrication/falsification <« ZUEELEIR(NIESEN
» Plagiarism/ text recycling - Blgs5NAESE

e Peer review manipulation o iR ETTIN

« Breaches of copyright « (2RI

www.publicationethics.org



http://www.publicationethics.org/

Taylor & Francis Group
an informa business

Authorship =23

« What are the issues? . I‘EUEFEH:I'Y_ 1%
« Ghost, Guest and authorship for sale - REFESE. FEEENEHENTE
« Who qualifies? - EERIRER?
« Substantial contributions to the conception or - SMERMEBESIRITEERTHR;, HBEX
design of the work; or the acquisition, analysis, or EYTEE. DiTEERERREIERY;
interpretation of data for the work; AND RBE Y ES Y EERNRSHITHEHIEEXEY
« Drafting the work or revising it critically for o XHABhRRAIHITEREZHER;
important intellectual content; AND - ERNNENMELEASE, DIREZX
« Final approval of the version to be published; AND 2 HIMH AT E R AR R YRR
« Agreement to be accountable for all aspects of the A5 o] LA R E XL RAEFOER,

work in ensuring that questions related to the
accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are
appropriately investigated and resolved.
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Duplicate submission EEE&1%Hg

* One journal at the same time

« Authors make declaration upon submission that
content is original and has not been submitted
elsewhere

« Multiple pre-submission queries are okay
 When is it ok?
> Article was published in another language (at Editors
discretion. Must be made clear which version is a
translation)
> Data presented at conferences (posters, short abstracts)

» Posted in a repository/pre-print server
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Originality [REIf4E

Plagiarism yrze
The appropriation of another ’mﬁﬁﬂﬂj\/ FHARYENA, T8, EREIHIEM
person’s/groups ideas, processes, results, or AEE TR AR
words without giving appropriate credit BIEPAPIML - (BiEEE) IS
Includes content from books and websites
(blogs)

Text recycling/self-plagiarism W ABFIB/BREIG
The excessive repeated use of own work HEEEFEHBCHER (XZF. BE. 2%
(text, figures, data, ideas, etc) B, WeaE)
Leads to redundant publication ERESEAE

Distorts the scientific record HERI=1ER

19



Who is involved?

Editor

Assesses the article

Usually selects

suitable reviewers
Makes decision on

publication

AT 4miE

WP e
B EAER
HBA

RTEZ

AR

Reviewers

« Assesses the detail

* Give advice and
expertise to the
Editor

A

- THENEAT

- [RIYREEIRALEIN
&R

ERZSEITIRY? 0e®

fa®

Journal staff

Check format and journal requirements
Manage communications

Production processes once article accepted
Maintain journal systems and websites

HITIEAR
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J\.J\IIJL
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Before you submit (& iERICE 5B

v" Look at published papers Review v BEIZETIEAERNNE S

the Aims & Scope ZEAT N =R ESSeHE

v' Check the bibliography v IEESE

v' Explain acronyms & unusual v EREAREE. BEMA
terminology SEHNRNE

v" Follow the Instructions for Authors v B{E{/EEMFIHRIEFEEK

v' Format your article to thejournal v ZEEEAFIRIEKIEMHET

v' Review the submission process v T HRTERIE

v' Consider English ‘polishing’ v EEANERTENES




Types of peer review B TIFIXAILFPEES

(.

Single-blind/
Single-anonymous

HE/HRE®R

S

.0 Double-blind/
a@Ph
PV * Double-anonymous
WE/NEER
2.,.. pﬂ Open peer review
—— * RAER

Taylor & Francis Group
an informa business

Reviewers know the identity of
the authors

Authors do not know the identity
of the reviewers

Most common model of peer
review in STM

ERACEEENSS )

EERREFERANS D

STMRRERE RAIE TR

N\

Reviewers do not know the
identity of the authors

Authors do not know the identity
of the reviewers

May fail to hide author identity in
25-50% of cases*

- ERAREEENS KD
- ERAXEEENS D
o TE25-50%H9Z= 5 AR BERRAE

/
\

E81h"

N

/
~

» Reviewers know the identity of the
» Authors know the identity of the

» Reviewer reports may be published

authors
reviewers

with reviewer names if article
accepted

- BERANEIFERISD
- (FERERERARISD
- MRNERIERR, FRARSH

AR AR B FAR

)
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Submission systems IRTE K7t

E Routledge EmEditorial

Taylor & Francis Group Manager

HOME « LOGOUT « HELP « REGISTER » UPDATE MY INFORMATION » JOURNAL OVERVIEW Role: FTEPAR I
AN MENU » CONTACT US = SUBMIT A MANUSCRIPT  INSTRUC

New Submissions

Fi Ie U pload Author Main Menu Submit Mew Manuscript

Submissiens Sent Back to Author (0)

. . . . . Alternate Contact Information Incomplete Submissions (1)
his journal operates double anonymous peer review. You will need to provide two copies of your
. ) . S Unavailable Dates Submissions Waiting for Author's Approval (0)
manuscript. One copy should be the full manuscript with author details. The other copy should be an & T B B )
anonymise rsion of your manuscript that will be sent to reviewers during peer review. More information For additional help with your
o _ submission, please click here for the
about peer rev and anonymisation can be found here. Auther Tutorial. -
Revisions

Submissions Needing Revision (0)
Revisions Sent Back to Author (0)

i v
U p|0&1d req ul rernents Incomplete Submissions Being Revised (0)
Revisions Waiting for Author's Approval (0}
Revisions Being Processed (0]
Ir ---------------------------------------------------------------------- -: Declined Revisions {0}
1 1
1 1
1 1
| . | Completed
1 1
| == | Submissions with a Decision (0)
1 1
! Drag your research article and any !
. supporting files here .
1 1
i or i
1 1
1 1
1 1
! Choose files !
1 1
i i w Submission
L e e e e e e e e e e e e m e — — e mm e mmm—m——m—————— a
* must uplood @ manuscrip eieanl Sabtision _ :

EndNote
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Submitting a manuscript to a journal $¥ZF5

Before you start, make sure that you have the following:
All the manuscript files, figures, tables and any other data
files which may make up your submission

Permission to use images and data

Email addresses for all your co-authors and their names
(check spelling!) as they would want them to appear in the
final citation of a published paper

Agreement with co-authors on publishing choices and
responsibilities

The correct, anonymized version of your paper

ERtRZh, BRRIEESLF:

FrEdE—HERZBME. B, RENRE

{5

- RXREGHSIEINEERITR

- FrEHEFE R ARt AN LA IR A
PRI HINENEFRIER (ICEaEH
5)

- SHEFE M HMREEAIEEAR—E

- IEFERY. ERANEIhRA
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Taylor & Francis Group

The peer review process [E{THYEE T FE

Admin Checks & EIC Reviewers Score &

EIC/AE invites reviewers

Assignment suggest Decision Revise & EE(EMFHE
IR BT RN EREEENAEE. S i sy resubmit: Rl

major (Kf2)

Revise & 1’E+%1I%%#
resubmit EEEEER
(/M)

Desk Reject
BEIER

Revision and

feedback to Author Accept*®
amendments

= == F R A —] ;%%
Dl REIZSERRER
IREGIFE

/' minor
EIC Review and Decision
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Cascading & transferring peer review ZREc/35F B TEN

Admin Checks & EIC

EIC/AE invites Reviewers Score &
reviewers suggest Decision
e g kg o e Accept
Fhw/EEhmEIEERA FRATFDFIEI s
>Z

EIC Review and

Desk Reject
BT IC
Revision and Decision feedback to

l amendments Author

PEBIEITFERL FIREZIIGERRE
[iRialFE

Assignment
fRIEESEEM TR EC

l

Recommend
transfer to

Recommend
transfer to
different journal

LT

different journal
LT




Responding to reviewers comments IEFEXIEEE RN,

> W b =

Don'’t become disheartened.
Carefully read the decision letter.

Consult your co-authors.

Break down the comments by category-create a

list.

Make all of the suggested amendments if
appropriate.

If the peer reviewer has misunderstood

something, review your explaination.

NN,

ARERRICH
(FHIFIERES
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R—IIE, TR TS

HRAL LRI IINHTRIS

MREFEBALEEEIREERS, BaE
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Make it easy for the editor IHFTREE

7. Address every comment 7. SHEHEBALSHENE—ENL
« Where you amended (page number, new - ZRYMES (TTR8, FEaR)
material)
« Why you didn’t amend (be specific and again, o FRRRICAMRAMEIREEN (BXERE: BEE1LER)
respectful)
8. Review the response twice to make sure it is 8. IeEFRRERTIR

clear and deviod of any frustration

9.  Beprofessional and respectful of the reviewers 9. MEBAMNMEERINH{RINEWFIEE
and editor

10. Remember: the reviewers are trying to help 10. o AN AR EB R

[
=
I
Rl
>
pil

you publish your best work



So, your paper was rejected... %

Follow the rules of the journal

Make sure to apply the relevant suggestions you received from

the previous peer review process

RUEIRAEN R AS RIEHNEX
BN EEIR BRI 1 BREAT
ICEEIE ERFTHYR SR TE
ETZHEITAE

i

IRERIRABI— TR TIPS ERIEREN

Taylor & Francis Group
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:%I%_TIE/L\UJ‘?

Thank the editor and reviewers for considering your paper
Move on to the next journal on your list
Remember to treat it as an entirely new submission

Celtenber 29, 1955

Dr. Solomwon A. Berson
Redioisotope Service

Vetar:ns Administration Hospital
130 Test Kingsbridse Road

Bronx 63, New York

Lear Dr. Berson:

regret that the revision cf your
"msunn.113f Metaboliem in Human Subjects: n-::upe::tl;'ifs
Insulin tre.naportinf, Antibody in the Circulatimn of Insulin
Treated Subjects” 1s not scceptable for publicetion in THE
JOURNAL CF CLINICAL INVESTIGATION, — = — = = = = = — — — _ _

_______________ The second me -
i=sm relates to the dogmatic conclusions set forth i:;c:r::cnot
warronted by the dats. The experts in thin field have been
particularly emph:tic in rejecting your positive statement that
the "conclusion that the globulin respontible for insulin bind-
ing is an scquired antibedy apperr. to be inescapeble™. They
believe thnt you have not demonztr:ted an antigen-antibody re-
ection on the bnsis of adequate criteria, nor that you have def-
initely proved that & globulin ‘g responsible for insulin binding
nor that insulin is an =ntigen. The de‘sa You progsent ere indeed *
mggea:he but eny more positive cleaim seems unjustifiesble at
present.

T . —— — — - —— —

Sincerely,

S*"“‘x?"&

Stanley E. Bradley, M.D.
Editor-in-Chiaf



Top ten reasons for rejection +XIEFERE

1. Senttothe wrong journal, doesn'’t fit the aims and
scope, or fails to engage with issues addressed by the
journal.

2. Not a true journal article (i.e. too journalistic or clearly

a thesis chapter or consultancy report).

Too long/too short.

Poor regard of the journal's conventions, or for

academic writing generally.

Poor style, grammar, punctuation or English.

No contribution to the subiject.

Not properly contextualised.

Poor theoretical framework.

Scrappily presented and sloppily proof read.

10 Libellous, unethical, rude or lacks objectivity.
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What to do when your article is accepted
iR, FEMETA?

« Link this to your final article, using its digital
object identifier (DOI)

« Keepin contact with the journal’s Production
Editor

* They oversee the production of your article
from manuscript to publication and will send
you a proof of your article to review before the
final article is published online

« Don't be afraid to ask questions if you're
unsure about anything

- D01, KBEHZIEINE
- SEATIRSGIERIBIRIFEAER

RS RE RAS EE N TR ARSI,
AR BTN R IR AR TR
ol

- WRGERER, RIPRH, AESHAEE-E
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Thank you!

Victoria Babbit
victoria.babbit@tandf.se

Photo: Henry Lo, Unsplash
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Introducing F1000Research &FF1000Research

An Open Research publishing platform
where a range of research outputs can
be published.

%L/LZ@ —RIAFRBSRAYF A R

https://f1000research.com/

FIOOOResearch

FIOOOResearch

Open for Science
BROWSE  SUBJECTS GATEWAYS HOW TO PUBLISH ~ ABOUT ~ BLOG

PUBLISH FAST. OPENLY.
WITHOUT RESTRICTIONS.

Publish all your findin g ncludin g null results, data notes and more.
Engage with your reviewers ope Iy and tra ently.
Acceler t th t of you arch

SUBMIT YOUR RESEARCH ‘ BROWSE ARTICLES

RECENT ARTICLES | Browse all

A multi-disciplinary perspecti Development of a deep neural network Cancer complaints: The profile of patients
emergent and future innovations in rr.. derived from contours defined by consen... from the emergency department of a Bra...


https://f1000research.com/

Open Research FFEH5<

FFHGREX iz F R
Open Access Open Data Open Source
HHITIA FHOITE RS
Opgn Methods Open Peer Review

S—

FIOOOResearch



Open Data FH&EHE

As open as possible, as closed as necessary REJEENFF, EEEMN AT

 We endorse the FAIR data principles alongside
our own open data policies

* Our part in ensuring the research published on our
platforms is reproducible

« Data Notes promote the reuse of datasets by <0 P E N DATA>

providing a detailed description of a dataset;
making it easier for other researchers to interpret

© FAIROFEHEBERIA R FAIREER N

- BB RETE L RRIIARETESFFERY Your go-to guide to making your data Findable, Accessible,
N . o NPT Interoperable, and Reusable:

° JHE(H \ & & & €= \ = * ’
EQTIE{’._,_‘I1$@ EI’J‘:%*E;EFE{EL#*&}E*H’JE&N% ' https://f1000researchdata.s3.amazonaws.com/resources/FA
HittA R ARBE B Z IR IR_Open_Guide.pdf

FIOOOResearch


https://f1000researchdata.s3.amazonaws.com/resources/FAIR_Open_Guide.pdf

-HYA]

Data and software availability Z{EF0%R{E

Data availability
Underlying data

Original QRISK3 algorithm: https://qrisk.org/three/src.php

Software availability

Package available from CRAN: https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/QRISK3/index.html
Source code available from: https:/github.com/YanLIUK/QRISK3

Archived source code as at time of publication: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3570682%7
License: GPL-3

C source code, SAS version and QRISK3_2017_test and QRISK3_2019_test datasets used for validation available from:
https://github.com/YanLiUK/QRISK3_valid

Archived C code, SAS version and test datasets as at time of publication: https:/doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3571304%%

License: GPL-3

FIOOOResearch




Pre-publication checks &% ZBIHIGE

Assessing originality, readability, author eligibility, and compliance
with F1000Research’s policies and ethical guidelines

THEFEEUTE,. BlEE. (FRSERE, FHESTF1000ResearchBIBERFIEEEN
B AMZBIRNE, WBRINTFEE:

Pre-publication checks ensure that the work:
IS original — not plagiarised

at least one author is a qualified
researcher/scholar

meets research and publication standards,
including ethical guidelines

 includes all underpinning methodological details
and relevant data in accordance with the
Open Data guidelines (with safeguards ‘as open
as possible as closed as necessary’)

FIOOOResearch

JRENE, ERIDR

22 FERTEEXKNARAR/FE
FFEtAREMRATRE, SiREEEN
RIS SE AT A A RHIEREEED

NAFEFIEIERYEN (RN, EFE
A E914])




Open Peer Review FFREI{TIHEIN

Open pre-review manuscripts with open reports and open identities

FEE ATHE ST A F AT 5 L

o R
Fa "
‘ 5
%
Rapid Publication
in as few
as 14 days
\ A
Y e
oy -
oy - - -

Article Submission Publication & Open Peer Review Article Revision
Data Deposition & User Commenting

Articles are immediately indexed (as preprints) in Google Scholar and Europe PMC.
Once an article passes peer review it will be indexed in PubMed, PubMed Central, MEDLINE, Scopus and more

SN BIHERE | ((ERITRENAS)EGoogle ScholarflEurope PMC E, —E—EBYEBIRTIEY, BEFSEPubMed,
PubMed Central, MEDLINE, ScopusZFmih IR,

FIOOOResearch



Articles are open access and citable upon publication

NELAFFEREAY;

JIVRER, KRR

=RIE]

'.) Check for updates I
RESEARCH ARTICLE EDIT VERSION e | | I
Tracking and forecasting milepost moments of the AL ErEs
epidemic in the early-outbreak: framework and 75
applications to the COVID-19 [version 1; peer review: VIEWS
awaiting peer review]
14
Huiwen Wang'?, Yanwen Zhang () ', Shan Lu®, % Shanshan Wang () '# DOWNLOADS
+| Author details
=% Get PDF
E This article is included in the Disease Outbreaks gateway. EFJ Get XML
66 Cite
Ao

FIOOOResearch

-

Open Peer Review

Reviewer Status
AWAITING PEER REVIEW

Comments on this article

All Comments (0)

Add a comment



The peer review process Is open and transparent

/

ANTHEBRRIREITINGRE

Home » Browse » bwimage: A package to describe image patterns in natural structures

| .@ Check for updates |

SOFTWARE TOOL ARTICLE EDIT VERSION
CETD) bwimage: A package to describe image patterns
in natural structures [version 3; peer review: 2 approved]
EX carlos Biagolini-Jr. ) !, Regina H. Macedo?

+ Author details

Amendments from Version 1
Implementation:

« Clarified the arguments surrounding Figure 1 for a new method of calculating log gene expression ratios
for sScRNAseq data and updated the figure.

« Removed Figure 2 and the related text, as it was erroneousiy proposing filters that violated assumptions of
false discovery rate control.

« Improved methods section for functions implementing differential expression testing methods in
scClustViz, including highlighting the option to pass user-defined DE testing results to scClustViz.

« Updated description of underlying data object generated by the setup step of scClustViz to reflect adoption

of a formal S4 class.
Operation:
+ Added a section expiaining scClustViz incorporation into existing ciustering pipelines for improved
. mb:?émusnmmwmmmmmmmmyammmm.
Cell set comparisons:

« Added voicano plots to the set of figures designed to explore individual cluster comparisons.
All figures were updated after implementation of 3 new function designed to reduce label overlap.

See the authors’ detailed response to the review by Michael Steinbaugh
See the authors’ detailed response to the review by Martin Hemberg and Tallulah Andrews

animal, ecology methods, field, image analyses, image processing, vegetation patterns

FIOOOResearch

ALL METRICS

574
© VIEWS

78
(i DOWNLOADS

=5 Get PDF
=% Get XML
¢ Cite
G Export
EI Track

H Email

«f Share

Open Peer Review
Reviewer Status v v ®

Reviewer Reports

Invited Reviewers

1 2

Version 3

(revision)

14 Apr 20

Version 2 v 4 v
(revision)

29 Oct 19 read read
Version 1 ?

23 Jul 19

read

1. Francesco Chianucci ®, The Council for
Agricultural Research and Economics (CREA) -
Research Centre for Forestry and Wood,
Arezzo, Italy

2. Roy Francis, Uppsala University, Uppsala,
Sweden; National Bioinformatics Infrastructure
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7 APPROVED WITH RESERVATIONS 9)

This opinion piece is on a timely, important topic and is clearly and engagingly written.
Anecdotally, we find that many of our colleagues in science are unaware that open lab notebooks
exist. This article will help.

The authers identify several important advantages and challenges associated with the near-
immediate deposition of results into the public domain, online. They use examples from their
own research to highlight the possibilities.

The refereeing team behind this review are seasoned users of open lab notebooks, and so are in
a good position to judge the piece. We judge it to have cleared peer review from our perspective,
once the following comments and suggestions have been acted upon. There are a number, which
should be read not as criticism but as testament to our shared enthusiasm for this subject and
its importance in the future of research.

Reviewers
comments

HRARR

1) Secrecy. In the introduction, reasons are suggested for why scientists may keep results secret.

> We would suggest that there are two important reasons that are not explicitly mentioned: i) that
the scientist may want to patent something, and ii) that the scientist cannot be bothered to work
out how to release research using atypical means. The first point is alluded to where mention is
made of ownership, and the second point is alluded to by the mention of "paper” but we would
argue these two factors are significant enough that they should be made explicit.

2) Careers. We'd be interested in whether there is a justification for the statement "Many believe
that openly sharing work enline will limit career opportunities.” If there is none, then perhaps
rephrase this more as a possibility?
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AUTHOR RESPONSE 02 Apr 2019
Matthieu Schapira, SGC, Toronto, Canada

1) Secrecy. in the introduction, reasons are suggested for why scientists may keep results secret.
We would suggest that there are two important reasons that are not explicitly mentioned: i) that the
scientist may want to patent something, and ii) that the scientist cannot be bothered fo work out
how to release research using atypical means. The first point is alluded to where mention is made
of ownership, and the second point is alluded fo by the mention of ‘paper” but we would argue
these two factors are significant enough that they should be made explicit.

Points well taken. The following statement was added to the Intreduction “..and can be
compounded by constraints associated with patent protection procedures or the absence of
clear mechanism to make one’s data publicly available.”

2) Careers. We'd be interested in whether there is a justification for the statement "Many believe
that openly sharing work enline will limit career opportunities.” If there is none, then perhaps
rephrase this more as a possibility?

This was not clear. The sentence was replaced as follows:

“Many believe that the chances of getting scooped before one publishes their work in a peer-
reviewed journal increase when openly sharing their work online [9]”

3) Grants. The statement "Grant applications that highlight the use of open lab notebooks are being
viewed positively” may be true {one hopes it is), but the evidence presented doesn't support that
statement (the grants may have been funded because the science was so good, regardless of the
dissemination plan), so again, this probably needs to be made more aspirational.

This was revised as follows:
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A diversity of research articles types
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Research outputs come in a variety of shapes. So do our article types

NEHIHAFRGIE—HF, LS HRREIR.
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Method Study Software Systematic Data
Articles Protocols Tools Reviews Notes
Research Antibody Opinion Case Registered
Notes Validation Articles Articles Reports Reports
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Data notes Z2{{E=£E1C

Describes a research dataset and includes details of why and how the data were created; typically

does not include analyses or conclusions iR HREUEE, SIFLHESIZNEEFIARINFHSE,; BE
AEIES ke

° Makes datasets .disco.\/erable and reusable - Supporting _ ) hybrid SP80-3280 [version 2; peer review: 2 approved]
reproducibility within field and supports researchers outside the field B i owio e Pachin 9% i ot
to use. —

M) Check for updates
TE | EDIT VERSION [}

« Data Notes adhere to FAIR principles vl e G penleto o Aotz and -

« Ability to link and cite the Data Note in related research articles

« Way for data experts to get visibility for their work — and via a
citable publication!

i

 F1000Research team available to advise and support data deposition.

- FEUEERTAIFFEEESHER: XFHEFRNUERNNESER, RNSOFEMERIUERRARBIER.
- BIFEFAIREN]

- AHEH S| REIEXARES

- LA |ANENTL, EINSUEER TIERalilit

«  BIRART LA ER SRR M T SRS IF.
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Study Protocols f

WA 3

Study Protocol articles provide a detailed account of the hypothesis, rationale and

methodology §;

Study Protocol is independently peer reviewed

Reviewed protocol can inform the experiments to be undertaken in a
study

Article type popular in clinical trial research and in psychology (also
option to publish as a Registered Report)

... thus a key tool in facilitating research replicability and reproducibility
... and reducing research waste
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k ) Cock v cpdates
D The Adolescent Knee Pain (AK-Pain) prognostic
tool: protocol for a prospective cohort study [version 2;
peer review: 2 approved]
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Explains the rationale for the development of the software tool and set outs the code used for its

construction fFEFIEFTREALZNEREE, F5HEBAFE=RiZTEIIEE

Software tool article #r4-

« Share research software in a discoverable, useable and reproducible way |.....cco e ) Chock tor updates o
D) Interactive Clustered Heat Map Builder: An easy e

e Software Tool articles adhere to FAIR princip|es web-based tool for creating sophisticated clustered heat
maps [version 2; peer review: 2 approved]

« Way for software experts to get visibility for their work — and via a e A S e

citable publication! K
« Show how your code can be used with an example use case e oo
« Ifin LaTeX, ability to submit via Overleaf using the F1000Research e G coor

Software Tool Article template.

IO

Clusteced heat maps are the most frequently used graphics for visualization and interpretation of
penome-scale molecular profiling data in biclogy. Construction of a heat map generally requices the
\ S > —_ assistance of a biostatistician or bicinformatics analyst capable of working in R or & similer
. LIETAT. AlfERRRIA SR T A s ———mse
the heat map. Our web-based Inzeractive Heat Map Bulder can be used by investgators with no
bioinformatics expenence 10 generate high-caliber publication quaity maps. Preparation of the data
° %{E FAI R‘E‘I)_I\U and construction of 3 heat map is rarely a simple Inear process. Our 100l allows 8 user 20 move
/ back and forth neratively through the various stages of map generation o try dfferent options and approaches. Finally

the heat map the budder creates i avallable in severa! forms, Including an iInteractive Next-Generation Clustered Heat

o LIRS |ANENR, NS R TERIRT L i —
o BETRAIERASE M E AR
- WNERLLaTextiSXEW, ATLIEENGEIRAS
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A cultures shift: Null results and replication studies
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A cash bonus if researchers publish:
- A preregistered pre-clinical study

- A paper that reuses data previously published
by others

- Null results

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/news/scientists-offered-eu1000-publish-
null-results
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mARBITAS

- —REESFEBMACAKTREIENLY
- ToReh

FIOOOResearch

=

EHR

Scientists offered €1,000 to publish
null results

German research institute aims to reshape academic incentives with cash
bonuses

February 12, 2020
By Jack Grove

Twitter: @jgro the

A German research institute is offering
scientists a €1,000 (£847) bonus if they
publish null results or a replication study
as part of its bid to reshape academic
incentives.

The unusual offer made to the Berlin
Institute of Health's 7,000 researchers is
part of a programme to boost research
transparency and confidence in science
amid international concerns that the
pressure to produce positive experimental
results that are more likely to be published by leading journals drives some scientists to
manipulate data.

Source: Istock



A culture shift 3L{CHYEEES

Two strategies nature Loob
1) Institutions should actively encourage their
researchers EDITORIAL - 25 FEBRUARY 2020
In praise of replication studies and null

2) Journals need to emphasize to the research results
community the benefits of publishing _ —
. . More funders and publishers must support such work and emphasize its value to
replications and null results theresesrliampmuniey.

i

1) YRz B SRR RAR
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RELATED ARTICLES

Irreproducibility isnot asign -!—
offailure, butan inspiration ' 3 '

forfreshideas :
b B |

Trustworthy data underpin
reproducibleresearch

Rewarding negative results \
keeps science ontrack §

https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-020-00530-6
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F1000 — Open Research Publishing FFAEHZ AR

7"\ Speed #iE Research disseminated without delay
FOREIR M E B FAER

Transparency 17508 Open, author-led publishing and peer review
. EEESHERFIRITITEY

\4}4 Reproducibility E8ljiff  Source data/outputs published with article
- REE/ R EREEE—REAT

BOHRIREE, RENER

'M No barriers FGfERS Reduces research waste & increase efficiency
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Thank you !

Get in touch:

demitra.ellina@f1000.com

@)_ellina
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