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Agenda

• Es OA realmente un cambio de paradigma? 

• Se está convirtiendo en una religión? 

• Aumenta OA la visibilidad?

• Aumenta OA el impacto? 

• OA & altmetrics

• OA Quo vadis?

• Cuáles son los efectos de OA?



Es Open Access realmente un 

cambio de paradigma? 
• Paradigma = Realizaciones científicas universalmente reconocidas que durante

cierto tiempo proporcionan modelos de problemas y soluciones a la comunidad
científica (Thomas Kuhn, 1973)

• Realización: 
Forma acertada de resolver problemas que sirven luego como modelos a 
la comunidad científica

• Conjunto de valores compartidos:
Métodos, normas y generalizaciones compartidas por los miembros de la
comunidad científica

• Un cambio de paradigma para qué?
Para la puesta a disposición pública del conocimiento científico? (Rainer Kuhlen, 
Konstanz)

• Origen del Paradigma 

• Revolución científica



Se está convirtiendo Open

Access en una “religión”? 

• Open Access, burocratismo y dogmatismo? 

• La guerra de las definiciones

• La guerra de las licencias

• El laberinto de los colores

• Insuficiente consideración de las diferentes culturas de publicación en
cada disciplina

https://libguides.depaul.edu/c.php?g=844896&p=6039089



Myths and misconceptions

OA = CC BY license

Rejected! 
CC-BY licensed articles 

are prone to be 
manipulated, twisted 

and  misused



Myths and misconceptions II

OA: The “author pays” 
model works well in 

many disciplines 
(hard sciences?

Not true for authors in 
the humanities with 

different expectations. 
The very thought of 

paying for publication 
is hateful.



Myths and misconceptions III

OA: The “author pays” 
model works well in 

many disciplines 
(hard sciences)

Not true for authors in 
technical & engineering 

disciplines.
Patents?



Aumenta OA la visibilidad? 

Open Access 
increases 

the visibility of the 
publication

Not true in the “publish or 
perish” dilemma: 

the enormous increase of 
accessible documents hampers 
the identification and selection 

of the most relevant ones



Myths and misconceptions

Visibility can be 
assessed based on the 
reputation of journals or 

book publishers

Nowadays visibility is 
based above all on the 

extent of web promotion 
that is carried out



• El aumento del impacto es uno de los beneficios de Open Access?

• Desde el principio se ha creado como una obsesión por demostrarlo

Aumenta OA el impacto? 



Aumenta OA el impacto? OA

NON-OA

Resultados de un análisis en InCites el 06.11.2022; PY=2010-2021 



Aumenta OA el impacto? 

GOLD Hybrid

OA NOT GOLD Hybrid



• El aumento del impacto es uno de los beneficios de Open Access?

• Desde el principio se ha creado como una obsesión por demostrarlo

• Son las citas el indicador adecuado? 

• Y si empleamos las altmetrics? Sería mejor? 

• Qué esperamos de ellas?

• Promoción y ciencia

Aumenta OA el impacto? 

Y la atención? 



Myths and misconceptions

Social media attention 
can serve as 

assessment or 
evaluation tools

Social media only provide an 
estimate of the attention that internet 

publications have attracted 
and a reflection of the promotion 
strategies that have been carried 

out.



Quo Vadis Open Access? 

• Lejos del horizonte del 2020 



Myths and misconceptions

The OA model should 
reign until 2020 
according to EU 

previsions

Only 18% of the publications 
in WoS CC are OA with a 
current annual increase  
around 3%. Thus target 

achievement should take 
another 30 years! 



Trends 

Resultados de un análisis en InCites el 06.11.2022; PY=2010-2021 



Trends

Resultados de un análisis en InCites el 06.11.2022; PY=2010-2021 



Quo Vadis Open Access? 

• Lejos del horizonte del 2020 

• El futuro de los repositorios

• De la apuesta atrevida y radical del modelo verde ….

…  a la reconciliante del modelo híbrido

• El auge de los CRIS y su prometedor futuro aún truncado

• La irrupción de los Datos de Investigación (Research Data) 

• Open Access, Open Data, Open Science 



Cuáles son los efectos de Open Access? 

• La proliferación de publicaciones

• Causa de la crisis del peer review

• El auge de las revistas depredadoras

• El nuevo papel del corresponding author

 La democratización: Open Peer Review

 Las estrategias para subvencionar open access

 Importancia del monitoreo



Muchas gracias

por su atención!





Open Access 

• Es OA realmente un cambio de paradigma para la puesta a disposición 
pública del conocimiento científico? (*Rainer Kuhlen, Konstanz)
Paradigma y revolución científica

• Se está convirtiendo en una religión? Is there a dogmatism? 
La batalla de las definiciones y las licencias
El laberinto de las licencias y los colores
Insuficiente consideración de las diferente culturas de publicación

• El futuro de los repositorios.  OA Quo vadis?

• Does OA increase the visibility of the publications?

• And the chance to be cited? Are citations the appropriate indicators?
The shortcomings of citations 

• What can we expect from the altmetrics? 
Inadequate consideration of the addressed target groups in impact 
assessment

• Cuales son los efectos de OA?
Importancia de analizarlos y estudiarlos
La proliferación de publicaciones
Incremento de la crisis del peer review
El nuevo papel del corresponding author
Las estrategias para suvencionar open access



https://creativecommons.org/about/cclicen

ses/ 
La mayoría de los títulos se encuentran en acceso abierto bajo una licencia Creative Commons

especialmente adaptada, que permite a cualquier usuario descargar, copiar, distribuir, traducir, 

reutilizar, adaptar y desarrollar su contenido sin costo alguno. 

Las únicas condiciones que se exigen al otorgar la licencia de atribución denominada CC-BY-SA 

son las siguientes:

• La UNESCO deberá ser claramente identificada como propietaria de los derechos de autor de 

la publicación original; y

• Toda obra derivada deberá publicarse y distribuirse bajo la misma licencia de acceso abierto 

que se otorga en la publicación original.

•Las licencias Creative Commons son modelos de contratos que sirven para otorgar públicamente 

el derecho de utilizar una publicación protegida por los derechos de autor. Entre menos 

restricciones implique una licencia, mayores serán las posibilidades de utilizar y distribuir un 

contenido.

•Algunas publicaciones del Repositorio de acceso abierto exigen condiciones adicionales para la 

utilización de su contenido. Dichas condiciones adicionales dependen del tipo de licencia que se 

otorgue, tal como se explica a continuación:

•Attribution-ShareAlike 3.0 IGO

•Los usuarios pueden mezclar, transformar y crear a partir del contenido de nuestra publicación 



Increasing visibility in SSH at the University of Vienna

• First project launched in July 2014 supported by the Rectorate

• 29 professors of different SSH faculties were interviewed

• Phase 1 ended with a workshop for SSH researchers in summer 2015

• Recommendations published by the Rectorate

• Follow-up project launched in January 2016, Questionnaire developed 

based on the interview guidelines of the previous project

• Online survey: 3567 questionnaires sent out, 524 complete responses 

received (14.7% response rate)

• Phase 2 ended with a report and a workshop (20 June 2017)

• Follow-up project launched in September 2018 : Qualitative interviews

(Predocs, Postdocs and Tenure Track researchers) 

• First set of 20 interviews scheduled for winter semester 2018/19



Our Philosophy

If we want to 
evaluate the 
scientists‘ 

performance…

we should also be 
able to tell them 

how to do it 
better…

Therefore, we 
need clear criteria 
and well-accepted 

standards



• Gaining further knowledge into the various publication cultures

• Optimisation of the use of e-resources offered and the available 

infrastructure

• Intensified raising of awareness of available policies and 

recommendations and their monitoring

• Further development of existing services and development of new 

services to support research

• Identify field-specific distinctive features

• Derive meaningful quantitative indicators

• Exploration of new metrics and evaluation methods



What do the scientists think in the Humanities?

28

Are you interested in the  resonance of your research output in forms of 

discussions, blogs, bookmarks, tweets, etc…

Healthy 

scepticism!



https://www.frontiersin.org/research-topics/7271/increasing-the-

visibility-of-research-in-the-social-sciences-and-humanities-ssh

https://www.frontiersin.org/research-topics/7271/increasing-the-visibility-of-research-in-the-social-sciences-and-humanities-ssh


Bibliometric profile: multidimensional approach

30

Web attention



General conclusions I

• The higher productivity (number of publications per year) and 

citation counts, are relativized when also considering the higher 

number of co-authors and percentage of self-citations

• General publication strategies, especially these based on the 

impact factor, are still more evident in the fields related to the 

natural sciences

• The results hint at very heterogeneous and individual publication 

strategies considering the selection of adequate publication 

channels even in the same research fields

• Journal Articles and Book Chapters are the most used publication 

channels - Monographs, Journal Articles (including Proceedings 

Papers) and Book Chapters are the most cited document types 



General conclusions II

 The coverage, especially books, is much higher in Google Scholar 

and suggests the recommendation of this data source as 

complementary one, although this data source is still a black box 

(no transparency, missing content information, etc.). In this study 

the accuracy of the citations in GS was very high (~95%). 

Nevertheless further measures are needed to reduce the noise of 

Google Scholar data in order to increase the significance of this 

alternative data source for evaluative purposes.

 Therefore, citation analyses for monographs, book chapters and 

reports (working papers) should be conducted separately and 

require the inclusion of complementary data sources. Otherwise 

relevant publications can be easily missed, resulting in wrong 

interpretations.



Citation “Iceberg” model

WoS

Books

Scopus

Chapters

Reports

other

Document 

types

Google

Scholar

What we 

usually  

measure
Articles

What we also 

should measureEditions

other

metrics What we may 

soon measure

What we never know



General Conclusions from Monitoring Services

 Monitoring practices provide an interesting information and help to reveal new 

trends and to assess the degree of implantation

 Study hints at an increasing use of Social Media within the scholarly community 

in general and a particularly increase of Twitter usage in Austria 

 highest % coverage by # readers in Mendeley independently of the area

 lowest % coverage in “Arts & Humanities”, nevertheless usage scores still high

 % of uncited data in this area is 2-3 times higher than in the other areas (due to 

longer citing half -life and the lower reference densities)

 Behaviour of the 4 hard sciences (Engineering & Technology, Health Sciences, 

Life Sciences and Physical Sciences) very similar in all dimensions, except in the 

social media, where Health and Life Sciences account for highest % of coverage, 

followed very closed by the Social Sciences

 percentage values for Social Sciences in the other three dimensions (captures, 

citations and mentions) in-between the ones for the hard sciences and the ones 

for Arts & Humanities

 Social media: low % of coverage for the Physical Sciences and relative 

insignificance in the “Arts & Humanities” 



Explorative uses of “all metrics”: 

assessing the broad impact of books



Are the Humanities the Achilles heel of 

bibliometrics? 

• Bibliometric approaches tailored to the hard sciences 

• Insufficient consideration of the different publication cultures 

• Low coverage in the traditional bibliometric data sources

• The shortcomings of citations 

• Inadequate consideration of the addressed target groups in impact 
assessment

Or just unfavourable framework?



New opportunities and challenges 

• Developing and using 
alternative data sources 
and indicators

• Considering usage 
metrics

• Considering altmetrics
(social media)

• Developing publication 
strategies in order to 
increase the visibility



Myths and misconceptions I

A publication is a 
fast, efficient and 
concise means of 
communicating 

results 

Or, on the contrary, it 
is an act of creation, 

instead of an 
automatized exercise 

in bad English.



Humanities: origin and language

“Humanities are academic disciplines that study aspects of human culture. 

In the Middle Ages, the term contrasted with divinity… 

Latin and Greek 

played the role of 

today’s English!



Myths and misconceptions II

Cooperation 
increases quality 

and/or impact

A publication is 
something individual 

and creative and 
therefore hampers 

cooperation  



Humanities: Multi-authored papers still rare!



Myths and misconceptions III

citations are 
insufficient in the 

humanities 

the instruments to 
collect and count 
citations  are not 

adequate or are not 
yet established at 
the required level



Humanities: Very heterogeneous citation habits!

Citation densities 

are not lower!

But longer half-

lives! 

S Sánchez-Gil, J Gorraiz, D Melero-Fuentes: Reference density trends in the major disciplines, 

Journal of Informetrics 12 (1), 2018; 42-58)

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1751157717301487


Myths and misconceptions IV

Leiden

Manifesto

“ethics” & 
responsibility

Leiden 
Rankings 

for the Humanities 
&

Impact factors  in 
the Humanities



Leiden Ranking

http://www.leidenranking.com/ranking/2018/list


Humanities

Science is changing,  … but the speed is different

. 

Single 

authors

&

Books

Authors 

groups

&

Journals

Large co-operations, Open Access,

from citations to „sitations“, 

downloads and social bookmarks

Little
Science

Big
Science

e-
Science

Increasing competition  as a catalyst?



Myths and misconceptions X

Views and downloads, 
indicators of usage 
metrics, are more 

susceptible to
manipulation than 

citations

Rejection of usage
metrics is just an 

excuse not to use them 
because they are not 

always available



Myths and misconceptions XI

The hard sciences have advanced 
from little science to big science to e-
science (increasing competition as 
a catalyst), whereas the humanities 
have remained stagnant in the very 

first phase and thus hamper progress

The humanities still resist progress, 
because the development in the 

hard sciences is perceived as wrong 
and corruptive to science 
(e.g. publish or perish!)



Myths and misconceptions XII

Social media 
attention can serve 
as assessment or 
evaluation tools

Social media only provide an 
estimate of the attention that 

internet publications have 
attracted 

and a reflection of the promotion 
strategies that have been 

carried out.



The future of Science

Global 

brain?

Crowd 

sourcing?

Or Babel‘s 

tower?



Bruegel in Vienna

Thank you for your attention



Looking forward to seeing you in Leuven 2019!


