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Digital 
Network 

… fosters the social and technical links  
that enable Open Science in Europe and beyond 
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Sozio-technisches Netzwerk zur Förderung und Vernetzung von 
offenem Wissen 



OpenAIRE2020 
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• Unterstützung des OA Mandats der EC 
• Publikationsfonds für FP7-Projekte  
• Unterstützung des Open Data Piloten 
 

• Linked Open Data  
• Data Citation  
• Lit-Data Integration 

• Open Data legal study 
• OA Metrics  
• Open Peer Review 

+ Neue Trends in der Wissenschaftskommunikation 



“OPR” entspricht diversen Konstellationen von 
verschiedenen Aspekten 

• Open identities 
• Open reports 
• Open participation 
• Open interaction 
• Open pre-review manuscripts 
• Open final-version 

commenting 
• Open platforms 
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Primär-
elemente 

Sekundär-
elemente 

Image CC BY AC McCann, w/ amendments 

** 122 Definitionen: gesammelt und analysiert ** 
 



Verteilung von OPR Aspekten  
(in 122 Definitionen) 
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Open Peer Review 
Module for repositories 

OPR Plug-in für Repositorien (DSpace)  
• macht Repositorien zu Review-Plattformen  

• Open Reports 
• Open IDs 
• mehrschichtiges Evaluationssystem 

 
  Code und Dokumentation vollständig bei Github 

• https://github.com/arvoConsultores/Open-Peer-Review-Module 
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• Integration mit Zenodo 
• Plattform für Reviews 

entfernter Inhalte 
• Gewinnung von Reviews sog. 

“Journal Clubs” 
• Schaffung von Anreizen 
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• Französischsprachiges Journal  
• Blog Plattform hypotheses.org für 

OPR und hypothes.is (Annotation 
Plugin für Kommentare) 

• OPR weniger als technische denn 
als soziale Herausforderung 
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Zentrale Themen 
• Terminologie: wovon sprechen wir? 
• Motivatoren: wie kann man AutorInnen und 

GutachterInnen motivieren? 
• Ethische Dimension: Welche ethischen 

Aspekte müssen berücksichtigt werden? 
 

10 

Report: 10.5281/zenodo.61378 

Workshop 



Zentrale Fragen 
 

1. Einstellung zu OPR und seinen Ausprägungen, 
erwartete Effekte 

2. Erfahrung mit OPR und seinen Ausprägungen 
3. Test der Terminologie / Definition 
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Umfrage 
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Umfrage 

America 
22,44 % 

Africa 
2,62 % 

Europe 
61,01% Asia 

9,9 % 

Discipline Total % 
Agriculture and Food sciences 60 2,00% 

Arts and Architecture 14 0,47% 
Biology and Life sciences 447 14,87% 

Chemistry 73 2,43% 
Computer Sciences / IT 80 2,66% 

Earth and environmental Sciences 1274 42,38% 
Economics 18 0,60% 

Health Sciences 444 14,77% 
History and Archeology 23 0,77% 

Languages and Literature 35 1,16% 
Law and Political science 11 0,37% 

Mathematics and Statistics 63 2,10% 
Physics and Astronomy 165 5,49% 

Psychology and Philosophy 50 1,66% 
Social Sciences 112 3,73% 

Technology and Engineering 137 4,56% 

Teilnehmerfeld 

n=3062 

Oceania 
4,03 % 



13 

Umfrage 

Korrelationen 
• OA – ORD  = 0,51 
• OA – OPR  = 0,38 
• ORD – OPR  = 0,37 

Keine Korrelation zwischen 
OA / ORD / OPR und  
• “The overall current system of scholarly 

communications works well” 
• “Overall, how satisfied are you with the 

peer review system used by scholarly 
journals?” 

Erste Ergebnisse 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

The overall current system of scholarly
communications works well  (Ø3,11)

Making research publications open access should be
common scholarly practice (Ø4,36)

Making research data open access should be
common scholarly practice (Ø3,88)

Open Peer Review should be common scholarly
practice  (Ø3,60)

Allgemeine Einstellung 

strongly disagree disagree neither agree nor disagree agree strongly agree Don't know
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Umfrage 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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no
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Umfrage 

Do you think they will make peer review better, worse, or have no effect? 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Open Interaction (Ø3,68)

Open platforms  (Ø3,27)

Open Identity (Ø2,73)

Einschätzung der Wirkung 

Much worse worse Neither better nor worse Better Much better Don't know

Anmerkung Open ID 
• Qualität  ↓ 
• Abschreckung  ↑ 
• Wahlfreiheit vs. Fairness 
• Problem: Voraussetzung für 

verschiedene Motivatoren 

Erste Ergebnisse 
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Umfrage 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Publishing review reports will make reviewers less
likely to make strong criticisms (Ø3,22)

Making reviewer identities open will make reviewers
less likely to make strong criticisms (Ø3,66)

Critics 

Strongly disagree Disagree Neither agree nor disagree Agree Strongly agree Don't know

Erste Ergebnisse 
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Umfrage 
Definition 

84% 

16% 

yes

no
unpräzise 

tendenziös 

Zu 
umfassend 

• It's too broad and needs to be better defined. 
• I just do not know what Open Peer Review is, but this definition is too 

vague anyway. 

• After taking the survey and learning the distinct "sub"definitions I think every 
term should be treated independently. 

• Open identities is not necessary for open peer review. In my understanding it is 
only the review report itself which is open. 

• For me, the term "open peer review" means "open identity peer review", but not 
"open reports", "open participation" and so on.  

• A definition should be objective/unbiased. Avoid terms like "innovation", "inclusive", 
"transparent" and "accountable". (…) 

• Accountability and transparency have very little to do with open peer review. Are you 
next going to state that open peer review supports motherhood? 



Aufgaben und Herausforderungen 
• Motivatoren schaffen  

• Wiss. Reputationssystem, Gamification etc.  
  ↔ basieren häufig auf Open ID 
 

• Mehr Forschung/Arbeit 
• Fachspezifika ausloten 
• Workflows und technische Lösungen 
• Verhaltensregeln erarbeiten 
• Vergleichbarkeit von Messungen/Experimenten 
• Vokabular/Terminologie/Definition 
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Ausblick 



www.openaire.eu 
@openaire_eu 
facebook.com/groups/openaire  
linkedin.com/groups/OpenAIRE-
3893548 

Danke! 

ross-hellauer@sub.uni-goettingen.de  
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An umbrella term describing a variety of innovations which “open up” 
the traditional peer review process by modifying one or more aspects 
to make it more inclusive, transparent and/or accountable. Primary 
aspects are Open Identities, Open Reports and Open Participation 
(possession of one of these traits is usually sufficient to qualify a 
system as “Open Peer Review”). Secondary characteristics include 
Openness in Time, Open Interaction, Open Platforms and others 
(these aspects are usually insufficient in themselves to qualify a 
system as “Open Peer Review”, but are often included in many 
definitions nonetheless) 
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Definition 


