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The Future of Scientific Publishing

What can we expect in the future?
« Automation and Al tools to accelerate peer review and paper analysis.

* Further growth of the OA model, along with the development of new business models that combine Institutional funding.
* More transparent peer review processes (open reviews).

« Greater focus on open data and research reproducibility.
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The role of publishers will change — the focus will be on supporting researchers, innovation, and ethics.




Open Access

- December 2001, focused on removing access barriers
- Credited with formalizing ‘Open Access’ as a term

- Followed by the Bethesda and Berlin statements on Open Access (BBB Statements) which dlarified the
licensing that should be used providing perpetual access and use rights (CC-BY).

| ;fhere;é no iégitimate sch&iéﬂy purpose in suppressing
attribution to the texts we use.” (Suber, 2019, 4)
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- Suber, Pater 2010. ‘1. What |s Opan Access? In Open Access. ttps://openacosssels. mitpress. mit.adu/puby/GyGicikS/release/2.




Day 2 - Peer Review Process in Scholarly Publishing

18:00-18:05 | Introduction

18:05-18:35 | How to Review a Manuscript (roles, responsibilities, writing review
reports)

18:35-19:05 | How to Respond to Reviewer Comments (author perspective)
19:05-19:25 | Ethics in Publishing & Research Integrity

19:25-19:45 | Al in Scholarly Publishing (opportunities and challenges)

19:45-20:00 | Q&A Session




Peer Review Types

OPEN SINGLE
REVIEW BLIND

The authors and The authors do not
reviewers know each know the identity of the
other’s identity. reviewers.

DOUBLE
BLIND

The authors and
reviewers do not
know each other's

identity.

TRIPLE
BLIND

The authors, reviewers,
and editorial team do
not know the identity of
the parties involved in
the process.
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