¢ I HEE N HEEE N NN NN NN NN N NN NN NN EEDER),

2

g I HEEEEEEEENEN,),

Exploring perceptions and attitudes toward
Open Access among medical researchers

at the University of Ljubljana

Vesna Cafuta, Nana Turk, Anamarija Rozic

Central Medical Library, Faculty of Medicine, University of Ljubljana, Slovenia
Contact email address: vesna.cafuta@mf.uni-lj.s|

‘Illllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll.‘ “IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII.
INTRODUCTION AND AIMS RESULTS e -
90% -
Open Access (OA) policies are in the process of being established in A total of 20 (7%) respondents completed the survey. g O = ot at all familiar
Slovenia at the national and university level. An important milestone was 5 60% oty fo moderatel
reached in September 2015 by adopting the National Strategy for Open e : z o amilar
Access to Scientific Publications and Research Data in Slovenia 2015- Famili a”ty with OA g ao fariar Y
2020 (1). Furthermore, the Slovenian Research Agency introduced its » Researchers’ familiarity with OA in general is fair, however I b
policy on OAin 2016. The necessary infrastructure to support and sustain tcf)lzy EFI]re LIJeSfS vauaiPIt_e_dbvl\_/ith the National Sltrategy for O en Honon 2020 National | Universty o
. . 1 ,t e n|VerS|ty 0 ju jana’S |nSt|tUt|Ona I‘epOSItOI’y Access in Oper) Access Strategy for .Ljuplja.na's
OA publishing is currently under development (2). and Horizon 2020 Open Access requirements (Fig. 2). generalrequrements  OA e
Advc_)catin_g OA has become one of the cruci.al-goals gt thg Centr_al | » Most respondents know at least one OA journal. < )
Medical Library (CML) of the Faculty of Medicine, University of Ljubljana . Researchers regularly use OA articles for research or
(FM UL). The CML has recently created an OA guide using Libguides educational purposes. Figure 2: Researchers’ familiarity with OA.

(Fig. 1) in order to contribute to this objective.

4 N Attitude towards OA

The aim of this study was to explore perceptions and attitudes
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toward OA among medical researchers affiliated with the FM UL,
to'identity their needs regarding information on OA and assess the igh publcaion charges NG 50': - Respondents think that the most important
usability of the OA guide. My colleagues would falsely believe that the publicaion sy advantages of OA are increased readership,
of my work was possible only due to the payment | more citations and greater visibility of their
.rm.an.‘::m?_ \ Lack of guarantee for Iong-jtglzrrr:];\éallabnny and stability of OA _ 30% p_Ub“CauonS, Wh”e the mOS_'[ Important |
so7 Low indexing of OA in SCI (Science Citation Index) [IINIEG 25% d|Sadvantages are pUbI|Cat|0n Charges (Flg 3)
ODPRTI DOSTOP ZA PODROCE BIOMEDICINE: ODPRTI DOSTOP e Plagiarism and misuse of my work [ 15%
LN B B oo e croami comons | eroaron |_curooroma EEEEER"® | | | | '
— Low quality peer-review and low quality of OA journals [l 5%
D“;‘SI e . i cSpmese S e . B | don't know F 5% ® Response Percent
B e AR AT Figure 3: Researchers’ opinions on
Pradvyideni zatetek (so)financiranja izvajanja projekiov je 1. 4. 2017, Izbrane projekie bo agencija (sa)financirala do treh let, razen podoktorskih raziskavalnih projekioy, ki bodo (sajfinancirani dve leti \ ) ObSt a CI e S r e g ar d | n g pu bll Sh|n g |n O A.

ZNACILNOSTI ODPRTEGA DOSTOPA NACIONALNA STRATEGIJA ODPRTEGA DOSTOPA DO ZNANSTVENIH OBJAV IN RAZISKOVALNIH PODATKOV V SLOVENIJI 2015-
2020

Publishing practices 4 )

90%

» Journal impact factor Is considered to be the most
Important criterion in selecting a journal for publication.

ODPRTI DOSTOP ALI PROSTI DOSTOP?

o * The majority of the participants have published between " Response Fercent
e e, — 0 and 3 OA articles in the last five years.
O o s * Most respondents’ research funders have not imposed
- e any requirements in regard to OA publishing.
— e e S S R i o  The main reasons that would encourage researchers
T e to publish in OA are increased readership and more o
s e s citations (Fig. 4). S
’’’’’’’’’’ e i S e e i e, &
L SRR S &
o - v o s co, o o A et e W et Figure 4: Main reasons that would encourage
e e o s e S researchers to publish in OA. \_
\_ L ; Y - "\ Predatory publishers/journals
Figure 1: CML’s Open Access guide, created in Libguides environment OA literature searching support * Researchers are slightly to fairly familiar with
(http://uni-lj.beta.libguides.com/oa_biomedicina). — 55% predatory publishers/journals and misleading
support on selecting thg most apprppriate OA journal for 0 metrics_
submitting an article A 50% i o ] ]
¢ EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEENNN, information on the latest news about OA |y * Respondents regularly receive e-mail invitations
o o : from predatory publishers/journals to contribute
information about predatory publishers/journals . . .
N /0% an article or book chapter for publication, but
METHODS raining programs on OA they all ignore this kind of invitations.
support on interpreting publishers' OA policies
: AN 35%
L A Survey WaS Conducted among medlcal researCherS at the FM UL Supporton Interpretlng researchfundersl OAreqUIrementS . 00 © 0 0 00 0000000000000 0000000000 0000000900000 9009090090900 9090 99909
between January 13-23, 2016. P 30%

support on depositing research works in repositories

I 30% ,
” CML’s support on OA
* Respondents expect various forms of support

F 20% m Response Percent
regarding many different aspects of OA from the
\ y CML (Fig. 5).
* Researchers think the CML's OA guide is

partially appropriate in terms of its extent,
Figure 5: Researchers’ expectations about the CML’s support on OA. usability and the organization of information.

« Alink to an anonymous online questionnaire was sent to 300
researchers.

* The survey guestions were organized into different sections referring
to the participants’ familiarity and attitude towards OA, their publishing
practices, their understanding of predatory publishers/journals and
finally the researchers’ expectations about the CML'’s support on OA.
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