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ABSTRACT

This study aims to investigate the attitudes and actions of scientific journal editors in China towards open access. Semi-struc-

tured interviews were conducted with 17 Chinese editors from various scientific journals during September and October of

2022. The results indicate that the editors generally possess knowledge of open access and have implemented an appropriate

open access model for their respective journals. However, the Chinese-language journal editors expressed a lack of motivation

to adopt open access, unless there is a reform in the mechanism of academic publishing or a policy is imposed. On the other

hand, the English-language journal editors acknowledged that they have no other choice but to adopt open access. This study

helps us learn about Chinese editors” understanding and attitudes towards open access, the current status of open access in
China’s scientific journals, and the mechanisms of academic publishing in China.
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INTRODUCTION

‘ x Jith the widespread adoption of the open science concept

and the implementation of relevant policies, open access
(OA) publishing has experienced rapid growth. Out of the 73
multidisciplinary science journals listed in SCI (Science Citation
Index) 2021, 37 (50.7%) are now published through OA, contrib-
uting to a total of 64,111 papers, which represents 85.2% of the
overall publications by these 73 journals (75,238 papers). The scale
of OA publishing by international publishers has notably expand-
ed in recent years. In comparison to 2020, the total number of
SCl-indexed journals published by Elsevier and Springer Nature
(Both held a dominant position in terms of the number of OAJs
including gold OA/diamond OA, hybtid OA, bronze OA, and oth-
er variants) offering OA increased by 62% and 12%, respectively,
in 2021. Furthermore, the total number of SCl-indexed papers re-
leased by prominent OA publishers such as MDPI and Frontiers
Media saw respective increases of 42% and 72%. In 2021, Nature
Publishing Group achieved a substantial shift in its journal pub-
lishing model, with 85% of its SCl-indexed papers contributing

to the total number of papers it publishes, marking a significant
transformation in its approach to open access.

In April 2022, the International Association of Scientific, Technical,
and Medical Pub- lishers (STM) unveiled “International Scientific
and Technical Publishing Trends 2026” (STM Trends 2026), mark-
ing the world’s most comprehensive publication report. The cen-
tral theme of STM Trends 2026 revolves around “The Beauty of
Open at Scale”. This forecast is grounded in the substantial growth
of open access content in scholarly publishing throughout the 21st
century, coupled with the escalating policy mandates for scholarly
pub- lishing in numerous countries and regions [1]. An illustrative
example is “Plan S”, initiated in September 2018 with backing from
the European Commission. This collaborative effort by major re-
search funding agencies from 11 European countries mandates that
all research projects supported by grants from these nations and the
European Research Council (ERC) publish their outcomes exclu-
sively in fully open access journals or on open access platforms. The
ultimate goal is to shift away from the subscription model, where
readers bear the cost, and instead, authors or third-party funding
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organizations cover the expenses associated with paper processing.
Besides, in August 2022, The White House Office of Science and
Technology Policy (OSTP) further advanced the cause by issuing
updated guidance on open access policy. This directive stipulates that
all research papers funded by federal funds must be immediately ac-
cessible to the public at no charge by 2026 [2]. Notably, the revised
policy eliminates the existing 12-month waiting period for access to
research results, encompassing articles and data. Anticipated to exert
a considerable influence on global open access, this policy is poised
to enhance the accessibility and transparency of scientific research
for the public. It is foreseeable that these policies will significantly
expedite the progress of global open access publishing.

The origin of the OA movement in China can be traced back to
the establishment of China Science and Technology Papers Online
(CSTP), a scholarly communication platform founded in 2003. Over
the past two decades, China has actively embraced OA policies and
practices, becoming a signatory and implementer of significant in-
ternational OA initiatives. A crucial milestone occurred in December
2021 when the Law of the People’s Republic of China on Scientific
and Technological Progress was revised. This revision mandated the
promotion of open science, officially recognizing open access as a
national direction for science and technology development.

The number of OAJs in China continues to rise, and by 2022,
China had a total of 1088 OAJs, or 21.5% of the total. However,
the operational dynamics of Chinese scientific journals differ sig-
nificantly due to distinctive national characteristics. In China, aca-
demic publishing is a government-regulated enterprise rather than
a fully market-driven one. The government possesses the authority
to oversee and approve the establishment of scientific journals. In
contrast, many other countries generally adopt a registration system,
and their scholarly publishing operations tend to be market-otiented
[3]. Given that China is a major contributor to scientific journals and
a significant participant in global OA, studying the development of
OA in China’s scientific journals holds great significance. Editors are
the people who directly manage the journals and they play a crucial
role in the OA practices of the journals because their attitudes, ac-
tions, and opinions have a great impact on whether the journals are
OA or not [4]. Therefore, it is important to understand how editors
become aware of OA, their willingness to promote OA publishing,
and whether they have already taken actions to facilitate such pub-
lishing. It is also essential to explore the motivations and obstacles
that editors currently face in promoting OA. To address these issues,
this study focuses on Chinese editors as tesearch subjects and aims
to investigate their perceptions and opinions regarding OA through
empitical research and further analysis.

2. Literature Review

2.1.
In recent years, a few studies have conducted in-depth analyses of
open access journals (OAJs) in different countries. Between 1993
and 2009, the number of OAJs experienced rapid and continuous
growth, outpacing the expansion of traditional subscription-based
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journal publications. This trend signifies the gradual emergence of
the open access model in scholatly communication [5]. Predomi-
nantly originating from Europe, Asia [6], and North America, the
United States, Brazil, and the United Kingdom stand out as the
main publishing countries for OAJs [7]. Furthermore, an increasing

number of newly established peer-reviewed journals are embracing
the open access model, and simultaneously, more OAJs are imple-
menting article processing charges (APCs) [8,9]. Between 2002 and
2013, within the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation
(SAARC) countries, India, Pakistan, and Bangladesh led in the pub-
lication of OA]Js, although the collective contribu- tion of SAARC
countries to global OAJs output remained relatively modest [10]. Ex-
amining eight developing countries (Bangladesh, Egypt, Indonesia,
Iran, Malaysia, Nigeria, Pak- istan, and Turkey) from 2000 to 2014,
Egypt emerged with the highest number of OAJs, while Bangla-
desh exhibited the lowest. Egypt, Iran, and Turkey collectively ac-
counted for three quarters of all OAJs published by these countries
[11]. From 2002 to 2018, the United Kingdom experienced the most
significant growth in the number of OAJs, followed by Brazil and
Spain. In the realm of open access publishing, commercial publish-
ers, led by Elsevier, held a dominant position in terms of the num-
ber of OAJs [12]. Research focusing on Pakistan has revealed that
the majority (90%) of academic journals in the country op- erate
under the open access paradigm. Of these journals, more than two
thirds adopt the diamond OA model, followed by gold OA (26%)
and Crowdfunding OA (3%) [13].

In recent decades, the proliferation of OAJs in China has been note-
worthy. In 2008, among the 1608 journals cataloged by the Chinese
Science & Technology Journal Citation Reports (CJCR-2005), 91
journals offered full OA, and 139 offered delayed OA. As of 2022,
the open publishing landscape of China’s scientific and technical
journals has evolved with a diverse array of OA modes, including
gold OA/diamond OA, hybrid OA, bronze OA, and other variants.
Out of the 5071 Chinese scientific journals, 1088 are OAJs. Among
them, 875 journals adopt the bronze OA publishing mode, consti-
tuting the highest propottion (80.42%), followed by gold OA/dia-
mond OA journals (131 journals, 12.04%). There are also 82 journals
(7.54%) employing a hybrid OA publishing model, primarily asso-
ciated with large international publishers. As of August 2022, 1262
journals are sourced from the Chinese Science Citation Database
(CSCD), and among them, 1088 CSCD-sourced journals employ
various OA publishing modes, accounting for 86.21%. Notably,
English-language journals exhibit a higher prevalence of OA pub-
lishing modes, with 234 English OA journals constituting 95.51% of
CSCD-sourced English journals (245 journals), and 854 Chinese OA
journals accounting for 83.97% of CSCD-sourced Chinese journals
(1017 journals) [14].

However, the Directory of Open Access Journals (DOA]J) lists
only 278 journals from China (excluding those published in Hong
Kong, Macao, and Taiwan), which is 1.46% of the total number of
journals. Most of these journals are published in English (62.23%),
while 26.26% are published in Chinese, and the remaining 11.51%
are published in dual languages [15].

Additionally, the level of OAJs varies greatly across different subjects
in China, with highly cited articles having a higher OA level than low-
and non-cited articles. Furthermore, the OA status of these journals
is not stable, with some OAJs later becoming non-OA. Most of Chi-
na’s OAJs are published independently and are not part of a larger
aggregation [16,17]. Although the gap between China and the US in
terms of total papers and OA papers has been narrowing, the US
still has a greater influence on the academic and societal aspects of
OA publishing, and the coverage rates for Chinese OA papers are
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lower than those for American OA papers in most indexes [18-20].

2.2.

Research indicates a gradual increase in researchers’ awareness of

Researchers” Awareness towards OA

open access [21]. Numerous studies consistently demonstrate a pos-
itive attitude among researchers toward open access [22—24], with a
consensus on its two primary advantages: widespread availabil- ity
and enhanced visibility [25]. The significance of open access is par-
ticulatly pronounced for readers in developing countries [26—28].
The broader readership of open access articles compared to sub-
scription journals not only amplifies citation rates and author visibil-
ity but also fosters opportunities for international collaboration [29].
Moreover, researchers perceive open access as a facilitator of the
swift publication of research results, leading to increased research
productivity [30]. They also acknowledge the role of open access in
benefiting the development of their respective subject areas [22,31].

Nevertheless, certain researchers have expressed reservations regard-
ing open access. On the one hand, studies have indicated that open
access journals (OAJs) are frequently perceived as having a lower
quality compared to well-established and prestigious sub- scription
journals [32,33]. The overwhelming consensus among researchers
is that the quality and prestige of a journal are pivotal factors when
selecting a venue for publishing their articles [23,34]. On the other
hand, concerns have been raised about the potentially prohibitive
cost associated with open access. Some researchers have noted that
the financial burden of open access might be too high, rendering it
unaffordable for them [35,30].

In recent years, some studies have specifically investigated Chinese
researchers’ per- ceptions of OA, which show Chinese researchers’
awareness of OA has changed consid- erably. In 2016, Xu Jie et al.
[37] conducted a survey of 686 Chinese researchers to assess their
perceptions of OAJs. The study revealed that while some Chinese
researchers were skeptical and uncertain about OAJs, younger re-
searchers and those in the field of biology and life sciences were
more inclined towards OA publishing. Common misconceptions
among Chinese scholars included confusing OA with the “who-
pays-will-get-published” model and the assumption that all OAJs
were not adequately peer-reviewed and published by reputable
publishers. In a follow-up study conducted four years later, Xu Jie’s
team [38] surveyed 381 Chinese researchers and found a significant
change in their attitudes towards OAJs. The majority held a positive
view of OA publishing and demonstrated a greater understanding
of it. However, when selecting OAJs for publication, researchers
showed a strong preference for those indexed in reputable databases
such as Web of Science. The usage of OAJs varied across disciplines,
with researchers in HSS fields using them less frequently, but still
maintaining a favorable view. Younger researchers tended to rely on
prestigious institutions and authors when selecting OAJs. In 2022, a
questionnaire survey gauging the awareness of open access among
Chinese researchers revealed that 81.56% of the 1768 respondents
endorsed open access publishing in scientific and technical jour-
nals. Among these, 16.23% demonstrated extensive knowledge of
open access, and 42.42% had a comprehensive understanding of
the concept. Notably, the respondents cited expanding the scope of
dissemination and expediting the publication and dissemination of
research results as the primary motivations for submitting articles to

open access journals. Interest- ingly, there was minimal disparity in
the willingness of the respondents to contribute to traditional sub-
scription journals and hybrid open access journals, accounting for
63.91% and 65.84%, respectively. In contrast, 35.63% expressed a
willingness to contribute to gold open access journals, whereas only
5.32% were open to contributing to delayed open access journals.
Regarding the acceptable range of article processing charges (APCs)
among Chinese researchers, the majority (66.35%) preferred a range
below 5000 RMB (about $700), while 28.88% were comfortable with
the range of 5000-10,000 RMB ($700—-$1400). Fewer than 5% ex-
pressed a willingness to accept APCs exceeding 10,000 RMB (about
$1400) [39].

2.3.
Between 2014 and 2015, Castella et al. [40] conducted a question-
naite survey targeting the editors of library and information science
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journals. The findings unveiled a balanced perspective, with 40% of
respondents expressing favor for OA, while an equal 40% opposed
it. Interestingly, a prevalent belief among the respondents was that
OA would inevitably evolve into the ptimary model for scholarly
journals in the near future. Another survey, conducted by Clau-
dio-Gonzalez and Villarroya [41] in 2015, among Spanish scientific
journal editors, depicted a positive inclination towards OA. Approx-
imately 36.4% of the editors supported OA, citing reasons such as
enhanced visibility and internationalization. In contrast, only 4.7%
were opposed, primarily due to concerns related to weak financing
and perceived non-viability. Building on these surveys, a subsequent
questionnaire survey by Tony Ross-Hellauer et al. [24] in 2016 added
depth to the understanding of editorial perspectives on OA. The
results revealed that a majority of editors, particularly those from
younger generations, exhibited strong support for OA in publishing.

Editors with a positive attitude consider OA as a means to provide
readers worldwide with free access to published papers without
needing to subscribe to the journal [42]. OA fulfills the need for
immediate access to information and provides a platform for pro-
fessionals to share high-quality scientific findings [43,44]. Individual
readers can use OA materials to facilitate research endeavors and
collaboration, which should be encouraged to promote the devel-
opment of science [45]. Additionally, OAJs enable the quicker and
wider distribution of information, resulting in broader international
communication and circulation, and reducing the risk of research
overlap [43,46].

Some editors lack enthusiasm for OA publishing and even oppose it
due to a series of issues. One major concern is the requirement for
authors to pay article processing charges (APCs) to the publisher for
publishing their work [47]. These editors hold the view that APCs
would create a financial barrier to publication for researchers who
cannot afford these fees, leading to the exclusion of authors from
resource-limited countries from the scientific discourse [4]. Addi-
tionally, some editors fear that the high APCs associated with OAJs
would cause a substantial decrease in submissions [48]. Moreovert,
the rise of “predatory OAJs” has been a pernicious and perhaps un-
anticipated consequence of OA publishing [49]. Some editors even
described it as “the worst thing in publishing, ever”. [50] Further-
more, according to a study conducted by Segado-Boj et al. [4], which
involved 15 interviews with editors of Spanish journals, the OA
model has generated concerns about the profitability of journals.
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Furthermore, some editors are neutral about OA because they
turned to OA because they were required to by their organizers. For
example, in 2021, Bautista-Puig et al. [51] conducted semi-structured
interviews with 12 Spanish editors, which showed that the decision
to transition to OA was often driven by the Spanish National Re-
search Council, a state agency for scientific research, deciding to
make the transition, and developed a set of requirements, which all
the journals had to comply with.

Journals that transition to OA tend to collaborate with large pub-
lishers for the nec- essary resources and infrastructure. For exam-
ple, the partnership between the ASBMB (American Society for
Biochemistry and Molecular Biology) publications and Elsevier has
opened up many opportunities such as facilitated content discovery
for readers, improved peer review mechanisms, and provided new
technology for manuscript handling and production [52]. Similat-
ly, German Law Journal has introduced a new functionality since
publishing with Cambridge, including a professionalized publishing
process, permanent identifiers (DOIs) to all articles, and long-term
archiving arrangements, and so on [53].

To address the financial burden of APCs on authors, some editors
have collaborated with publishers to offer automatic waivers and
discounts for authors from low- and middle- income countries [54].
Other editors have sought to reduce APCs by implementing cost-
saving measures, such as launching sister journals or secking insti-
tutional funding [55]. Meanwhile, some editors believe that OAJs
should be completely free to both readers and authors and have
proven that a 100% free model is feasible and sustainable in the long
run [56].

Some editors face obstacles during the transition to OA, including
the unfamiliarity and misunderstanding of OA, the lack of financial
support, the constraints of the current scientific assessment system,
confusion about copyright agreements, the negative impact of pred-
atory journals, etc. [57,58]. Furthermore, while it may be easy to start
a journal as an OA], it requires ongoing investment in people, mon-
ey, documentation, and platform maintenance to operate sustainably
[59,60].

However, few studies have been performed, especially for Chinese
editors, except in 2007, when Shao and Schetlen [61] interviewed six
Chinese editors. The study found that the editors were positive about
OA and saw some barriers to journals adopting OA, including rigid
management, a single subscription and distribution process, and an
environment that did not encourage more quality improvement in
China. However, this study is outdated, and the situation may have
changed significantly since then. To explore the latest situation, this
research aims to conduct a study on Chinese editors’ attitudes, ac-
tions, and opinions regarding OA, using a semi-structured interview
method.

3. Method

3.1
This study aims to explore the attitudes and understanding of Chi-
nese editors towards OA, and the drivers and obstacles encountered
in the development of OA to China’s scientific journals as well as
the current OA status of China’s scientific journals from editor’s pet-
spective. Specifically, the study focuses on three main aspects:

Q1: What are the attitudes and understanding of Chinese editors
towards OA? Q2: What do editors identify as the driving force and

Research Purpose and Questions

obstacles of OA publishing? Q3: What practices have Chinese edi-
tors taken to make their journals OA?

3.2. Research Method and Data Collection

The findings of this study were obtained through a series of
semi-structured interviews conducted with editors of China’s sci-
entific journals between September and October 2022. Semi-struc-
tured interviews are a commonly used qualitative research method
that offers flexibility and versatility, allowing interviewers to follow
up on participants’ responses and providing space for participants
to express themselves freely [62]. By utilizing this method, our study
aimed to gain insight into editors’ perspectives and practices on OA.
In this study, we interviewed 17 participants both online and offline
in September— October 2022, with each respondent spending ap-
proximately one hour on the interview. We collated all information
from the interviews and returned it to the respondents for confir-
mation and agreement. And then used Nvivo for categorization and
coding, and we presented representative views word-for-word.

The 17 participants were editors aged between 30 and 40 years old,
comprising 82.4% of the total. The proportion of female (76.5%)
and male (23.5%) participants roughly aligns with the results of a
previous small-scale mapping survey conducted by China Publishing
Media Business Daily.

All participants had obtained master’s degrees or higher, with 52.9%
and 47.1% holding master’s and doctoral degrees, respectively. All
participants were working as editors of scientific journals and most
of them (82.4%) had more than 5 years of experience. Some of
(45.5%) them (e.g., Intermediate Editor, Executive Associate Editor,
Editorial Reviewer) are involved in top management decisions of the
journal. Given the participants’ extensive experience in the publish-
ing and operation of scientific journals, their attitudes, practices, and
perceptions towards OA are valuable for further study and learning.
The participants engaged in a discussion regarding the publication
and operation of 20 scientific journals, comprising 9 Chinese-lan-
guage and 11 English-language journals. This provided an oppor-
tunity for a comparative analysis of the similarities and differences
between Chinese-language and English-language journals. The over-
all profile of the participants and the surveyed journals is shown in
Table 1.

4. Findings and Discussions

In light of the international trend towards OA, Chinese editors have
made significant efforts to adapt. They have familiarized themselves
with the knowledge of OA, taken steps to promote OA to journals,
and developed informed perspectives on the transition of China’s
scientific journals to OA.

4.1. Understanding and Attitudes

The results of the interviews indicate that all 17 interviewees have an
awareness of OA, but their understanding and attitudes of OA vary.
41.1.  OA Is a Publishing Model Where Readers Are Free and
Authors Pay

Over half (55.6%) of the interviewed editors are familiar with OA
through their work, while others learned about it under the pro-
motion of institutional and academic societies. In discussing their
understanding of OA, the editors frequently used the term “free
access” (82.35%), with some editors equating OA with free access.
A total of 35.29% of the interviewed editors recognized that OA is
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a publishing mode that requires authors to pay, and 29.41% of the
interviewed editors understood that it facilitates the dissemination
and use of journals. Some editors (17.65%) acknowledged that jour-
nals transitioning to OA must comply with relevant protocols and
standards, and different OA models require different

protocols. One editor also emphasized the importance of respecting
authors’ rights. “Open access is free access”, (13CNF) the editor of
a hybrid OAJ explained. “After the author pays, all readers can have
free access”. (07TENGF)

“OA resources can be accessed by visitors for free, but how users use
OA resources also needs to follow certain standards”. ((4ENGF)
The interviewed editors have shown interest in vatious aspects of
OA, with 64.71% concerned about the development of OA move-
ment both domestically and abroad, including the practices of in-
ternational publishers, the construction of OA platforms, and the
development trend of OAJs. A total of 64.71% are curious about
the workflows and standards for each OA model, including copy-
right agreements, peer review rules, and APCs. Additionally, 47.06%
are interested in the advantages and disadvantages of OA, such as
its ability to enhance the influence and accelerate the dissemination
of journals, as well as its potential impact on the reputation. About
23.53% pay attention to OA policies established by national or re-
gional government and research funding agencies. Finally, 17.65%
are interested in the attitudes and actions of the academic communi-
ty (including research funding agencies, research institutions, univer-
sities, reseatchers, etc.) toward OA, as shown in Table 2.

“I will be interested in the percentage of OA articles in my field, the
percentage of OA journals, and trends in their percentages. While I
won’t focus exclusively on purely OA information, I will also keep
an eye on what the attitudes of people within the discipline towards
OA are”. (O6GENGF)

“I think APC has developed more and more outrageous, and now
it is hard to convince researchers to accept it, so I will be concerned
about APC related information”. (04ENGF)

41.2.  OA Can Increase the Influence of Journals and Attract
Manuscripts

The interviewed editors have recognized numerous advantages (as
shown in Table 3) and generally agree (82.35%) that it can facilitate
scholatly communication and collab- oration, as well as accelerate
global scientific dissemination. One editor noted that OA has been
particularly helpful for researchers during the COVID-19 pandemic,
enabling academic communication to continue despite physical dis-
tancing measures.

A total of 58.82% of the interviewees expressed their belief that
OA has the potential to enhance the dissemination and influence
of journals by removing the paywall for readers and making articles
more widely accessible, especially for those who face financial con-
straints. Additionally, OA encourages readers to build on the original
research in greater depth, thereby increasing the citation rate and
visibility of the journals.

“If journals only rely on subscription models, countries or regions
with limited research capacity and funding, particulatly those in the
third world, may strug- gle to access literature resources. However,
with the OA model, economically stronger countries such as Europe

and the United States can bear the OA costs, and this would allow
counttries, regions, and institutions with weaker scientific research ca-
pabilities to gain access to these resources”.

According to 35.29% of the editors surveyed, the OA model has the
advantage of attracting more submissions. Firstly, OAJs have faster
review and publication cycles com- pared to subscription journals,
which is an attractive feature for authors. Additionally, OA articles
can be disseminated more widely and accessed by more readers,
leading to increased citations, downloads, and academic and social
influence for the authors. Further- more, diamond OAJs not only do
not charge authors but also provide a range of value- added servic-
es, making them highly desirable for authors to submit their manu-
scripts.

In addition, 17.65% of the interviewed editors believe that adapting
the OA model can increase the international exposure of journals,
which can attract more international readers, thereby contributing to
the international development of China’s journals.

41.3.  OA Can Lead to Lower Reputation and Quality of the
Journal

Eleven of the editors interviewed also identified some of the disad-
vantages of OA publishing, as shown in Table 4. A total of 29.41%
of the interviewed editors agreed that transitioning to OA can harm
the reputation of journals. This is due to different attitudes toward
OA among stakeholders, as some experts or institutions may have
misconceptions about OA and believe that the quality of OAJs is
inferior, thereby prohibiting their staff from submitting to OAJs. In
this regard, the editors generally believe that the emergence of pred-
atory journals has contributed to this issue, as these journals affect
the reputation of OAJs and distort researchers’ perception of OAJs.

“Domestic scholars sometimes hold a stereotypical view of OAJs,
equating them with predatory journals that exist solely to receive
APCs. As a result, some scholars only submit their work to sub-
scription journals, believing that those are the only reputable jour-
nals. This phenomenon may be attributed to the negative impact
that predatory journals had on the reputation of OAJs”. (05ENGF)
“In the biomedical field, many authors have negative opinions about
OAJs. One possible reason is the presence of numerous predatory
journals in this field”. (08CNF)

A total of 29.41% of the interviewed editors reported a phenome-
non where the quality of journals has declined after switching to OA.
This is primarily due to organizers prioritiz- ing economic benefits
and expanding the volume of issues without proper quality oversight
in order to collect more APCs. Moreover, the absence of regulated
integrity, intellectual property rights, and other OA policies may lead
to academic misconduct.

Furthermore, 17.65% of the interviewed editors noted that re-
searchers who lack funds may find it difficult to afford high APCs,
which may cause them to prefer submitting their work to journals
that do not charge APCs. Consequently, OAJs may lose submissions
from this group of authors.

“For instance, in India, schools typically do not provide funding for
APCs, and some young scholars may not have sufficient funds to
submit their articles to OAJs”. (05ENGF)

Moreover, 11.76% of the interviewed editors are also concerned
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about the fact that most OAJs collaborate with international pub-
lishers, resulting in a significant amount of money flowing out of
the country each year. They believe that this situation exists because
China has not yet developed enough first-class journals.

4.2.

Based on their professional experience, editors have gained valuable

Driving Force and Obstacles

insights into the factors that drive or hinder journals’ transition to
OA publishing. The following are some of their top concerns, as
shown in Tables 5 and 6.

4.2.1.
Almost all (82.35%) the interviewees emphasized the importance of
national-level policies to promote OA for scientific journals in Chi-

Policies and Funding Help Drive Journals to OA

na. They believed that such policies would encourage editors and the
academic community to take actions and accelerate the transition of
journals to OA. The editors made specific policy recommendations,
including providing necessary support for staffing, funding, and dig-
ital infrastructure, linking the assessment of journals, editors, and
academic communities to OA actions, regulating APCs, and more.
The implementation of these policies would help to establish a sup-
portive environment for OA publishing in China and facilitate the
growth of OA journals.

Morte than half (52.94%) of the interviewed editors consider finan-
cial support crucial to promote OA for scientific journals. Since jour-
nals that convert to OA require more funds for digital infrastructure,
daily operation, and human resources, adequate financial support is
necessary. Additionally, the issue of researchers being unable to af-
ford the APCs must be addressed by providing them with financial
support to cover the cost.

A total of 35.29% of the interviewed editors believe that raising
awareness of OA among the academic community can encourage
more journals to adopt OA policies. Given that journals depend on
the academic community for high-quality manuscripts, increasing
their familiarity with and recognition of OA may incentivize them
to submit their work to OAJs. This could establish a sustainable and
reliable source of manuscripts for journals.

In addition, 29.41% of the interviewed editors stated that China re-
quires a more influ- ential OA platform of its own. Although China
already has an OA platform called COAJ, it lags significantly behind
DOAJ in terms of functionality and influence. Therefore, China
needs to accelerate the development of its OA infrastructure and
establish an internationally competitive OA platform to promote the
growth of OA in China.

4.2.2.  Scientific Publishing Mechanism and Lack of Motivation
and Funding Hinder Journals to OA

The majority (76.47%) of the interviewed editors believe that the
mechanism of sci- entific publishing poses a significant obstacle to
the implementation of OA in scientific publishing, In China, most
scientific journals are independently owned by universities, societies,
and research institutions, which are characterized by small-scale en-
terprises, loose industrial structure, and weak core competitiveness,
commonly referred to as “small, loose, and weak”. The lack of in-
tensive management results in a costly and challenging transition to
OA, making it difficult for editorial staff to push individual journals
towards OA. This mechanism has led to the weak influence of in-

dividual journals and low readership on their official websites. As a
result, many journals have signed “exclusive agreements” with China
national knowledge infrastructure (CNKI) to place their resources
on the integrated platform for better development.

A total of 70.59% of the interviewed editors expressed that there
is a lack of incentives to adopt OA. This is mainly because most
journals in China have partnered with CNKI, where the majority of
readers access articles. The functions and value-added services pro-
vided by CNKI meet the needs of these journals. During interviews,
questions like “why change?” “What’s the motivation?”” and “Is there
an urgent need to switch to OA?” are frequently raised. Some editors
even argue that embracing OA is unnecessary, as it may not bring any
positive changes and could create unnecessary difficulties. This lack
of perceived benefits has become a significant obstacle for China’s
journals when considering adopting OA.

According to several (64.71%) of the interviewed editors, it is chal-
lenging to promote OA to journals without financial support. Some
organizers of journals have limited funds and find it difficult to cov-
er costs on their own. One editor expressed concern that “if journals
transition to OA, organizers and supervisors may no longer provide
funding, and the journals may not survive on APCs. Additionally,
some journals are sponsored by universities or institutions, which
may have financial policies that control the pricing of APCs. Fur-
thermore, it is unclear whether the collection of APCs may lead to
other issues”. (08CNF)

Neatly half (47.06%) of the interviewed editors identified the lack
of awareness of OA among Chinese researchers as a hindrance to
the accessibility of scientific journals. Currently, Chinese authors
have limited awareness of OA and are unfamiliar with its defi- nition
and underlying philosophy. Furthermore, they tend to view OAJs
unfavorably and perceive them as having a poor quality. Consequent-
ly, they see no benefits in submitting their work to OAJs. Without
improving authors’ recognition and awareness of OA, the transition
to OA for scientific journals may not yield any significant outcomes.
4.3. Different Editors Have Different Practices

During our interviews, we discovered significant differences in the
OA practices of Chinese-language and English-language journals.
43.1.  Chinese-Language Journal Editors: Bronze OA Model
Is the Preferred Choice Three editors identified their journals as
bronze OAJs, and one editor characterized

their journal as a gold OAJ. The remaining four editors classified
their journals as “non- standard OAJs,” providing free access to re-
sources on the official website but not strictly adhering to standard
OA processes and criteria. In reality, these “non-standard OAJs”
align with the bronze OA model, but due to a lack of comprehensive
knowledge about the OA model, these editors were unable to accu-
rately define their classification. In summary, among the surveyed
Chinese journals, there are seven bronze OAJs, one gold OAJ, and
one non-OA], as illustrated in Figure 1.

There are three main reasons why this non-OA journal has not taken
any action related to OA. Firstly, the editors lack knowledge about
OA and are not inclined to make any changes. Secondly, the journal
managers (the ones who give instructions to editors) have a con-
servative attitude towards OA and are not open to the idea. Lastly,
the journal is currently stable and implementing OA practices would
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result in unnecessary workload and potential risks. The journal has
no plans to transition to OA in the next five years, as they believe
that whether Chinese-language journals are OA or not has little im-
pact on the development of the journal. Furthermore, the “exclusive
agreement” with CNKI has already determined the future direction
of the journal’s development. This agreement requires journals to
license their copyright to CNKI for exclusive use, prohibiting other
vendors from producing, publishing, selling, or disseminating these
journals in any digital form.

Among these eight open access journals (OAJs), one journal has em-
braced the gold OA model and has applied to join the Directory of
Open Access Journals (DOA)), aligning with their standards for reg-
ulating OA publishing activities. The remaining seven operate in the
bronze mode. According to the editors of these seven bronze OA
journals, varied motiva- tions undetlie their choice of OA practices.
A portion of these editors (42.9%) considers OA as a fundamental
function of the official website, serving as a means to attract both
authors and readers to visit the platform. Another segment (14.3%)
believes in prioritizing readers by offering free access to academic in-
formation services and knowledge-sharing platforms. Consequently,
they allow readers to access articles freely on the journal’s official
website. Some editors (14.3%) decide to provide OA resources on
their websites based on authors’ suggestions who were unable to
download their articles for free previously. In addition, a group of
editors (14.3%) perceives little or no loss of profits for most Chi-
nese-language jour- nals by opening up resources on the official web-
site, as their primary revenue sources come from paper subscriptions
and page charges. One editor even emphasized that “profits from
scientific journals cannot be used to encourage editors or improve
publishing activities, so editors simply open journal resources for
free” (14CNM). There is also a unique motivation: resistance against
CNKI’s “exclusive agreement”. Some editors (28.6%) have opposed
this agreement, asserting that it contradicts their original goals. Con-
sequently, these journals have turned to OA as a strategy to explore
more development opportunities.

Two editors expressed concerns that the transition to OA has not
had many positive impacts on their journals, and in fact, it has caused
some readers to misunderstand the journals as being of poor quality.
On the other hand, one editor believes that the transition to OA has
brought many positive effects, such as expanding the dissemination
of the journal, enhancing its influence, and effectively spreading the
author’s ideas and outputs: “For example, since the launch of the
OA website in April 2021, the journal has received 11,255 down-
loads from 137 countries and 1124 institutions. In addition, the tran-
sition has attracted more quality articles, opened up communication
with domestic and international colleagues at the level of OA con-
struction”. (13CNF)

43.2.  English-Language Journal Editors: Gold OA Model Is the
Preferred Choice

All 11 of the English-language journals are OAJs. Among them, one
journal has adopted the hybrid OA model, and three journals have
adopted the diamond OA model, and the remaining seven journals
have adopted the gold OA model. As shown in Figure 2.

The editor of the hybrid OA]J explained that their decision to adopt
the hybrid OA model was primarily driven by authors’ increasing
demand for OA publication options. Several countries have insti-

tuted OA policies mandating that authors’ research be published in
OA models, and some authors themselves have requested to publish
their results in OA formats. Consequently, the journal introduced
the “OA publishing option” to authors in late 2010, and now 30%
of the papers are published as OA each year. When asked about the
possibility of transitioning entirely to OA, the editor indicated that
this would hinge on the future OA policies of the countries where
the core authors are based. While a full transition to OA may not
necessarily result in more benefits, it could lead to a loss of manu-
script sources and a decline in reputation.

All three diamond OAJs are newly established journals. According to
the editors, they opted for the OA model due to requests from their
co-publishers. In order to quickly expand their influence at home
and abroad, and to attract more authors to submit manuscripts, the
journals decided to waive APCs for authors and cover all the expens-
es of publication and operation themselves, choosing the diamond
OA model. However, the editors also stated that once the journals
have developed steadily and achieved a certain level of influence,
they may transition to the gold OA model.

According to the editors of gold OAJs, six out of the seven journals
adopted the OA publishing model due to mandatory requirements
from partner publishers. Among these, two thirds initially chose
the gold OA model, while one third chose the diamond OA model
before transitioning to gold OA as the journal gained positive mo-
mentum. One editor of a gold OAJ explained, “In the beginning,
we did not charge authors and managed publication costs ourselves.
However, after joining SCI, submission and publication volumes in-
creased, and we were unable to cover all costs, so we began charging
authors”. (04ENGF) Further- more, one journal actively chose the
gold OA model because the editor-in-chief believed that OA could
enhance the journal’s international influence and expand its dissem-
ination, contributing to its long-term development.

In the 11 English-language journals, the boards of 10 journals are
currently collab- orating with international publishers. The editors
of these journals have emphasized the significant benefits of such
collaborations for their daily operations and long-term development.
One editor provided an example, stating that “co-publishers have
highly experienced and professional teams with extensive knowledge
in areas such as database applications. As a result, the co-publishers
are involved in the entire process, helping the journals to evaluate
and identify important considerations, leading to a higher success
rate”. (12 ENGF)

Uniquely, there is one journal that has chosen not to cooperate with
international publishers. Instead, its aim is to “build its own ship to
go to sea” rather than “borrow a ship to go to sea”. According to
the editor, “When working with international publishers, the journal
databases are hosted on their platform and all APCs are handed over
to them. Firstly, this is not good for the security of our data. Second-
ly, if China’s scientific journals want to achieve great development,
we need our own platform and completely independent journals.
Thirdly, there are many restrictions on cooperation with internation-
al publishers, such as the difficulty of adopting a personalized model
and highlighting our own unique features due to their uniform re-
striction processes”. (12 ENGF) The journal has been operating by
drawing upon the experience and standards of other international
journals and collaborating with excellent technical teams. However,
due to a lack of sufficient experience and clear guidelines, they are
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facing significant challenges at each step of the way.

5. Conclusions

Although we have collected a significant amount of primary data on
the perceptions, practices, attitudes, and opinions of Chinese editors
regarding OA, there is still room to enhance the size and complexity
of our research sample to increase the reliability of our conclusions.
Therefore, we plan to expand our approach to the editors of scien-
tific journals across various disciplines to gain deeper insights into
OA practices and their impacts. By doing so, we aim to generate a
more comprehensive and detailed research outcome.

The survey results indicate that while most Chinese editors have a
basic understanding of OA, they lack comprehensive knowledge of
it. For example, some editors of English- language journals are una-
ble to distinguish between open access and open science princi- ples,
and some editors of Chinese-language journals are unable to accu-
rately differentiate or define the various OA modes. Our research
suggests that Chinese editors have lim- ited access to international
OA information, and the information provided by domestic experts
may not align with current global practices, making it challenging
for editors to stay up-to-date with the latest information about OA.
Editors see both the advantages and disadvantages of OA, with a
greater number of editors having a positive attitude towards it. They
recognize that OA can enhance the dissemination and utilization of
journals, thereby boosting their influence. However, the editors have
also identified several disadvantages of OA, some of which are not
inherent to OA itself, but rather stem from predatory journals and
researchers’ low awareness of OA.

Chinese-language and English-language journals differ significant-
ly in their approaches to OA. Most Chinese-language journals have
adapted to the current mechanism and are able to develop steadily
within this environment. However, transitioning to OA requires sig-
nificant changes and investment, with no guarantee of reward. As a
result, most journals are not inclined to make the switch. In many
cases, the editors did not deliberately decide to adopt OA, but rather
stumbled upon it while developing their journals. Some editors be-
lieve that changing the mechanism of journal publishing or mandat-
ing OA policies could be effective ways to promote OA.

English-language journals have largely adopted OA in response to
global trends and requirements from international publishers, with
the majority operating under the gold OA model. However, new-
ly launched journals with adequate financial support may find the
diamond OA model more suitable until they achieve sufficient in-
fluence. Nonetheless, English-language journals present a practical
challenge: how can they “build ships to go to sea” when “borrowing
ships to go to sea” has already yielded significant benefits? Is it nec-
essary for them to collaborate with international publishers to sur-
vive and develop, or can they publish independently and still achieve
success in the global market?

Given the unique background of academic publishing in China,
while China has been following the international OA progress in
recent years and referring to OA actions of other countries, most
editors believe that there are still significant differences between Chi-
na and other countries. Many editors are debating whether China’s
scientific journals can develop an OA path with distinctive Chinese
characteristics, Additionally, they are exploring the possibility of cre-
ating an international platform similar to DOA]J while meeting the

unique features of China’s journals. However, the unique path of
OA development in China requires further exploration and exper-
imentation.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, WE and ].X.; methodol-
ogy, WE and ].X; software, W.I. and ].D,; formal analysis, W.F; data
curation, WE, J.D. and H.M.; writing—original draft preparation,
WE; writing—review and editing, W.E, ].X. and Q.F,; visualization,
WE; project administration, J.X.; funding acquisition, J.X. and Q.IX
All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the
manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the project [Study on the Ob-
jectives and Assessment System for High-Quality Development of
the Publishing Industry| grant number [210800064]. And the APC
was funded by this project too.

Data Availability Statement: The data is contained within the article.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

REFERENCES

1. Liu, S.Z.; Zhang, B.Z.; Gao, Y,; Ren, S... Development
trend and inspiration of international science and technology
journals. Publ. Print. 2023, 5, 73-80. [CrossRef]

2. White House Office of Science and Technol-
ogy Policy. OSTP Issues Guidance to Make Federally Funded
Research Freely Available without Delay. 2022. Available online:
https://www.whitehouse.gov/ostp/news-updates/2022/08/25/
ostp-issues-guidance-  to-make-federally-funded-research-free-
ly-available-without-delay/ (accessed on 24 November 2023).

3. Cheng, W.H.; Ren, S.L..; Rousseau, R. Digital publishing
and China’s core scientific journals: A position paper. Sciento-
metrics 2014, 98, 11-22. [CrossRef]

4. Segado-Boj, E; Martin-Quevedo, J.; Prieto, J.-]. Percep-
ci6én de las revistas cientificas espafiolas hacia el acceso abierto,
open peer review y altmetrics. Ibersid Rev. Sist. Inf. Doc. 2017,
12, 27-32. [CrossRef]

5. Laakso, M.; Welling, P.; Bukvova, H.; Nyman, L.; Bj6rk,
B.-C.; Hedlund, T. The Development of Open Access Journal
Publishing from 1993 to 2009. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, ¢20961.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Laakso, M.; Bjork, B.C. Anatomy of open access pub-
lishing: A study of longitudinal development and internal struc-
ture. BMC Med. 2012, 10, 124. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Vierkant, P. Visualizing Open Access. LIBREAS. Li-
brary Ideas. 2012. Volume 21. Available online: https://libreas.
eu/ausgabe21/ texte/05vierkant.htm (accessed on 24 November
2023).

8. Solomon, D.J.; Laakso, M.; Bjork, B.C. A longitudinal
comparison of citation rates and growth among open access
journals. J. Informetr. 2013, 7, 642—650. [CrossRef]

9. Loan, F; Rather, R.; Shah, J. Indian contribution to
open access literature: A case study of DOAJ and OpenDOAR.
Chin. Librariansh. Int. Electron. ]. 2008, 26. Available online:
www.white-clouds.com/iclc/cliej/cl26fayaz.pdf (accessed on 24
November 2023).

10. Mondal, D. Open access journals in SAARC countries




DevOps-An Open Access Journal. 2024; 3(2).

with special reference to DOAJ: A study. Int. J. Inf. Dissem.
Technol. 2016, 6, 73-76.

11. Ghane, M.R.; Niazmand, M.R. Current status of open
access journals published in D8 countries and registered in the
Directory of Open Access Journals (pre-2000 to 2014). Electron.
Libr. 2016, 34, 740-756. [CrossRef]

12. Gul, S;; Gupta, S.; Shah, T.A.; Nisa, N.T.; Manzoor, S.;
Rasool, R. Evolving landscape of scholarly journals in open ac-
cess environment. Glob. Knowl. Mem. Commun. 2019, 68, 550—
567. [CrossRef]

13. Raza, M.Z.; Rafiq, M.; Saroya, S.H. Status of open ac-
cess scholatly journal publishing in Pakistan. ]. Librariansh. Inf.
Sci. 2023.[CrossRef]

14. Preparation Group of the Blue Book on the Develop-
ment of Science and Technology Journals in China (2022). Intro-
duction to the contents of the Blue Book on the Development
of Chinese Scientific and Technical Journals (2022)—Topic on
Academic Publishing and Communication Platforms in the Era
of Digital Economy. China Sci. Technol. ]. Res. 2023, 34, 962—
9606. [CrossRef]

15. DOA]J. Indexed Journals. 2023. Available online:
https://doaj.org/ (accessed on 24 November 2023).

16. Cheng, W; Ren, S. Evolution of open access publishing
in Chinese scientific journals. Learn. Publ. 2008, 21, 140-152.
[CrossRef]

17. Guo, F; Xue, ].Y;; Li, RX. Open access in China: A
study of social science journals. J. Sch. Publ. 2014, 45, 336-352.
[CrossRef]

18. Yang, S.; Xing, X.; Wolfram, D. Difference in the impact
of open-access papers published by China and the USA. Sciento-
metrics 2018, 115, 1017-1037. [CrossRef]

19. Zhao, R.; Wang, X. Evaluation and comparison of in-
fluence in international Open Access journals between China and
USA. Scientometrics 2019, 120, 1091-1110. [CrossRef]

20. Mingkun, W,; Wei, Q.; Misra, S.; Savage, R. Research
on differential and interactive impact of China-led and US-led
open-access articles. J. Inf. Sci. 2021, 49, 248-260. [CrossRef]
21. Xia, J. A longitudinal study of scholars atti-
tudes and behaviours toward open-access journal publishing. J.
Am. Soc. Inf. Sci. Technol. 2010, 61, 615-624. [CrossRef]

22. Dallmeier-Tiessen, S.; Darby, R.; Goerner, B.; Hyppoe-
lae, J.; Igo-Kemenes, P.; Kahn, D.; Lambert, S.; Lengenfelder, A.;
Leonard, C.; Mele, S.; et al. Highlights from the SOAP project
survey. What scientists think about open access publishing. arXiv
2011, arXiv:1101.5260. [CrossRef]

23. Davis, P. What Researchers Value from Publishers, Ca-
nadian Survey. The Scholarly Kitchen Blog. 2014. Available on-
line: https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2014/05/15/what-re-
searchers-value-from-publishers-canadian-survey/ (accessed on
24 November 2023).

24. Ross-Hellauer, T.; Deppe, A.; Schmidt, B. Survey on
open peer review: Attitudes and experience amongst editors, au-
thors and reviewers. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0189311. [CrossRef]
25. Williams, S.C.; Farrell, S.L.; Kerby, E.E.; Kocher, M. Ag-
ricultural Researchers’ Attitudes toward Open Access and Data
Sharing,

Issues Sci. Technol. Librariansh. 2019. [CrossRef]

26. Mills, C.V.; Giovenale, S. Research Support Study: Agri-
culture; University of Connecticut Local Report. 2016. Available
online: http://opencommons.uconn.edu/libr_pubs/57/ (ac-
cessed on 24 November 2023).

27. Sheffield, M. Research Support Services in Ag-
riculture. 2016. Available online: http://tigerprints.clemson.edu/
lib_pubs/131/ (accessed on 24 November 2023).

28. Stapleton, S.; Minson, V.; Spears, L. Research Support
Services: Agricultural Sciences. 2016. Available online: http://
ufdc.ufl. edu/IR00009135/00001 (accessed on 24 November
2023).

29. Togia, A.; Korobili, S. Attitudes towards open access: A
meta-synthesis of the empirical literature. Inf. Serv. Use 2014, 34,
221-231. [CrossRef]

30. Gul, S.; Shah, T.A.; Baghwan, T.A. Culture of
open access in the University of Kashmir: A researcher’s view-
point. In Aslib Proceedings; Emerald Group Publishing Limited:
Leeds, UK, 2010; Volume 62, pp. 210-222. [CrossRef]

31. Boock, M.; Todorova, T.Y.; Trencheva, T.S.; Todorova,
R. Bulgarian authors’ open access awareness and preferences.
Libr. Manag. 2020, 41, 91-102. [CrossRef]

32. Cusker, J.; Rauh, A.E. A survey of physical sciences,
engineering and mathematics faculty regarding author fees in
open access journals. Issues Sci. Technol. Libratiansh. 2014, 78,
1. [CrossRef]

33. Gaines, A.M. From concerned to cautiously optimis-
tic: Assessing faculty perceptions and knowledge of open access
in a campus-wide study. J. Librariansh. Sch. Commun. 2015, 3,
eP1212. [CrossRef]

34, Natute Publishing Group/Palgrave Macmillan. Author
Insights 2015 Survey. Figshare. 2015. Available online: https://
figshare. com/articles/dataset/Author_Insights_2015_sut-
vey/1425362/7 (accessed on 24 November 2023).

35. Ide, K.; Nakayama, J. Researchers support preprints
and open access publishing, but with reservations: A question-
naire survey of MBS] members. Genes Cells 2023, 28, 333-337.
[CrossRef]

306. Rowley, J.; Johnson, F; Sbaffi, L.; Frass, W,; Devine, E.
Academics’ behaviors and attitudes towards open access publish-
ing in scholatly journals. ]. Assoc. Inf. Sci. Technol. 2017, 68,
1201-1211. [CrossRef]

37. Xu, J.; Nicholas, D.; Su, J.; Zeng, Y. Are open
access journals trusted by Chinese scholars? Wuhan Daxue Xue-
bao (Xinxi Kexue Ban)/Geomat. Inf. Sci. Wuhan Univ. 2016, 41,
131-135. Available online: https://www.researchgate.net/publi-
cation/309530774_ Are_open_access_journals_trusted_by_Chi-
nese_scholars (accessed on 24 November 2023).

38. Xu, J.; He, C.; Su, J.; Zeng, Y.; Wang, Z.; Fang, I; Tang,
W. Chinese researchers’ perceptions and use of open access
journals: Results of an online questionnaire survey. Learn. Publ.
2020, 33, 246-258. [CrossRef]

39. Robertson, Mark; STM, International Association of
STM Publishers; CAST, Chin a Association for Science and Tech-
nol- ogy: CAST STM Open Access Publishing in China 2022—
English. Figshare. Online Resource. 2022. Available online:




DevOps-An Open Access Journal. 2024; 3(2).

https://figshare.com/articles/online_tresource/CAST_STM_
Open_Access_Publishing_in_China_2022-EnglishEdition-fi-
nal/ 21708113/27file=38515565 (accessed on 24 November
2023).

40. Ollé Castella, C.; Lopez-Borrull, A.; Abadal, E. The
challenges facing library and information science journals: Ed-
itors’ opinions. Learn. Publ. 2016, 29, 89-94. [CrossRef]

41. Claudio-Gonzalez, M.; Villarroya, A. Desafios de la
edicién de revistas cientificas en acceso abierto. Prof. Inf. 2015,
24, 517-525. [CrossRef]

42. Hoffmann, D. Editorial from the Editor in Chief: Im-
pact factors and open access publishing. Laser Part. Beams 2000,
24, 467-468. [CrossRef]

43, Heller, M.; Moshiri, M.; Bhargava, P. From the editot’s
desk: Benefits of open-access publishing. Radiol. Case Rep. 2013,
8, 840. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Eurosurveillance Editorial Team. Note from
the editors: Open access and sound science for rapid public health
action. Eur. Commun. Dis. Bull. 2019, 24, 1901101. [CrossRef]
45, Pascual, J.J.; Climent, A. Letter form de editor board:
World rabbit science: Towards an open access journal. World
Rabbit. Sci. 2011, 19, 65-66. [CrossRef]

46. Estrada-Mejia, C.; Forero-Pineda, C. The quest for vis-
ibility of scientific journals in Latin America. Learn. Publ. 2010,
23, 237-252. [CrossRef]

47. Montecucco, F; Nathoe, H. Open Access Publications
is our mission in 2022: Perspective from the editors of the Euro-
pean Journal of Clinical Investigation. Eur. J. Clin. Investig. 2021,
52, e13724. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Marnett, L.J. Open Access Publication: One Editor’s
Opinion. Chem. Res. Toxicol. 2005, 18, 787-789. [CrossRef]

49. Gilchrest, B.A. Open Access: One Editor’s Perspective.
J. Investig. Dermatol. 2017, 137, 265-267. [CrossRef]

50. Cook, C. Predatory Journals: The Worst Thing in Pub-
lishing, Ever. J. Orthop. Sports Phys. Ther. 2017, 47, 1-2. [Cross-
Ref]

51. Bautista-Puig, N.; Lopez-Illescas, C.; Moed, H.E. Jour-
nal flipping to Open Access: The Perception of Spanish Journal
Managers. Publ. Res. Q. 2021, 37, 525-545. [CrossRef]

52. Gierasch, L.M.; Davidson, N.O,; Rye, K.-A.; Burl-
ingame, A.L. Opening ASBMB publications freely to all. Mol.
Cell. Proteom. 2020, 19, 914-915. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Hyde, A.; Miller, R.A.; Towfigh, E.V. Making Open

Access Viable Economically. Ger. Law . 2020, 21, 1129-1133.
[CrossRef]

54. Bailey, D.; Stewart, A. On changes, challenges and col-
laboration: Introducing a new Editor-in-Chief and moving to
Open Access. Exp. Physiol. 2022, 107, 1381-1382. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

55. Edmunds, S.C.; Zauner, H.; Nogoy, A.N.,; Zhou, H;
Zhang, H.; Goodman, L. A Decade of GigaScience: Milestones
in Open Science. GigaScience 2022, 11, giac067. [CrossRef] [Pu-
bMed]

56. Kortabarria, L. A new model for scientific publications:
A Managing Editor’s view. Ofiati Socio-Leg, Ser. 2020, 10, 220—
245.

[CrossRef]

57. Gonzalez-Teruel, A.; Lépez-Borrull, A.; Santos-Her-
mosa, G.; Abad-Garcia, E; Ollé, C.; Serrano-Vicente, R. Drivers
and barriers in the transition to open science: The perspective of
stakeholders in the Spanish scientific community. Prof. Inf. 2022,
31. [CrossRef]

58. Suber, P. The Largest Obstacles to Open Access Are
Unfamiliarity and Misunderstanding of Open Access Itself. 2019.
Avail- able online: https://openinterview.org/2019/06/29/pe-
ter-suber-the-largest-obstacles-to-open-access-are-unfamiliari-
ty-and- misunderstanding-of-open-access-itself/ (accessed on 24
November 2023).

59. Van Duinkerken, W.,; Kaspar, W.A. Commentary on
Open Access from the JAL Editors. ]. Acad. Librariansh. 2013, 1,
20-22. [CrossRef]

60. Keller, A. Finanzierungsmodelle fir Open-Ac-
cess-Zeitschriften. Bibl. Forsch. Und Prax. 2017, 41, 22-35.
[CrossRef]

61. Shao, X.; Scherlen, A. Perceptions of open access pub-
lishing among academic journal editors in China. Ser. Rev. 2007,
33, 114-121. [CrossRef]

62. Dearnley, C. A reflection on the use of semi-structured
interviews. Nurse Res. 2005, 13, 19-28. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publishet’s Note: The statements, opinions and data
contained in all publications are solely those of the individual au-
thot(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editox(s).
MDPI and/ot the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury
to people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instruc-
tions or products referred to in the content.




	Corresponding Author
	Article Information
	Cite this Article

