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Perché?

‘/Una piattaforma di pubblicazione per la ricerca europea di alta qualita,
affidabile e efficiente

‘/Alti standard scientifici, e processi di pubblicazione rapidi e trasparent
‘/Advisory Board di esperti in varie discipline

‘/Nessun costo per autori/beneficiari
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Open Research Europe (ORE) lo sviluppo condiviso

Public Procurement — il contratto da 5.8 milioni di euro e stato firmato a marzo
2020 con F1000 Research per 4 anni

GYA, LIBER e Eurodoc sono collaboratori/subcontractor per alcuni task

OpenAlRE assiste nella comunicazione e nello sviluppo dell'interoperabilita e
Interconnessione

Tasks:
1. Technical infrastructure
2. Business process and sustainabillity

3. Communication

Open Research Europe E e | F0OResearch




| An official website of the European Union How do you know? v
n European | Search Search
Commission

Research and Innovation

Open Research Europe

Browse Gateways & Collections How to Publish ~ About ~ Blog Sign in

Rapid & Transparent Publishing

Fast publication and open peer review for research stemming from Horizon
2020 funding across all subject areas

Power

https://open-research-europe.ec.europa.eu

Natural sciences Medical and health sciefM=®

Engineering and technology Agricultural and veterinary sciences Humanities and the arts

Enables researchers to publish any Uses an open research publishing Includes citations to all supporting

research they wish to share, model: publication within days of data and materials, enabling

supporting reproducibility submission, followed by open invited reanalyses, replication and reuse.

transparency and impact peer review. Stay informed +
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https://open-research-europe.ec.europa.eu/

Le ambizioni della Commissione Europea

‘/Fare da esempio nel rendere operativi i principi della scienza aperta nel settore
dell'editoria scientifica, ad esempio attraverso open peer-review, condivisione
anticipata della ricerca, indicatori di nuova generazione.

‘/Contribuire alla trasparenza e al rapporto costi-benefici: il costo delle APC per la
Commissione e fissato nell'appalto (780 euro).

‘/Esplorare modelli di business sostenibili dell'editoria ad accesso aperto -
editoria istituzionale, pubblicazione collaborativa con altri finanziatori in futuro?

Open Research Europe ]S e | P O Research




Costi di pubblicazione: 1l principio di trasparenza

Community development 7%
Submission to pre-publication checks 29,
Peer review management 21%
Pre-publication checks to publication 28%
Services after publication 1%
Platform development 14%
Marketing and business development

Author and user support

https://open-research-europe.ec.europa.eu/for-authors/article-processing-charges
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https://open-research-europe.ec.europa.eu/for-authors/article-processing-charges

La piattaforma di pubblicazione (1/2)

‘/Contenuti originali sottoposti a peer-review

Che risultano da progetti di ricerca finanziati a partire da Horizon2020 (e Horizon Europe)

‘/Open Access immediato

Con | contenuti distribuiti con licenze compatibili con il ri-uso

‘/Open peer-review
| nomi del revisori, le revisioni, e i commenti successivi alla pubblicazione saranno tutti disponibili
‘/Super-connessa e abilitata al Text and Data Mining

PID, connessione diretta ai repository, open data e software, tecnologie interoperabili,
conservazione a lungo termine del contenuti, ecc.
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La piattaforma di pubblicazione (2/2)

‘/New generation metrics

Ciascun articolo ha una sezione dedicata di metriche innovative

‘/Esplicita, accessibile e trasparente su processi e politiche di pubblicazione
Tutti | processi e le decisioni sono pubblicati sul sito di ORE

‘/Allineata al principi e al regolamenti europel

Obiettivo: alleggerire I'aggravio burocratico sui ricercatori perche e pienamente compatibile

‘/Segue I’esempio di altri enti finanziator!

Come Wellcome Trust (Wellcome Open Research) e altri

Open Research Europe E e | F0OResearch



https://wellcomeopenresearch.org/

ORE: Come funziona In pratica?

Il modello editoriale
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Article Submission

Submission is via a single-
page submission system. The
in-house editorial team carries
out a comprehensive set of
prepublication checks to
ensure that all policies and
ethical guidelines are adhered
to.

Open Research Europe

PREPRINT

Publication &
Data Deposition

Once the article has passed
the prepublication checks, the
preprint version is published
within 10 days, enabling
immediate viewing and
citation.

Open Research Publishing Model

UNDERGOING PEER REVIEW

s

Open Peer Review
& Article Revision

Expert reviewers are selected
and invited, and their reviews
and names are published
alongside the article, together
with the authors' responses
and comments from registered
users. Authors are encouraged
to publish revised versions of
their article. All versions of an
article are linked and
independently citable.

PASSED PEER REVIEW

v

Send to Indexers &
Repositories

Articles that pass peer review
are sent to major indexing
databases and repositories.

ropean
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Powered by

F1IOO0OResearch




Esempio di preprint

11 Views 4 Downloads 1 Citations k& Cite ¥ Download ~ ~ Export ~ <, Share ~ @ Track

Home > Articles > Implementing living evidence to inform health decisions: A strategy ...

4 Open Peer Review

STUDY PROTOCOL 8
Reviewer Status

Implementing living evidence to inform health decisions: A AWAITING PEER REVIEW
strategy for building capacity in health sector (Protocol)
[version 1; peer review: awaiting peer review]

Comments on this article

All Comments

Maria Ximena Rojas-Reyes B (@, Gerard Urrutia Chuchi {2, Gabriel Rada (2, Pablo Alonso, David Rigau, Ariadna Auladell-Rispau
Sign in to comment
This article is included in Excellent Science gateway .
Article Authors Metrics
Sign up for content alerts
Abstract Email address *

Every day important healthcare decisions are made with incomplete or outdated information about the effects of the different
health care interventions available, what delivers the best value for the health system and where more research is needed. It is
necessary to invest in strategies that allow access to reliable and updated evidence on which to base health decisions.

The objective is to develop and evaluate a strategy for building the capacity among different actors of a country’s health
system to implement the model known as “Living Evidence” [LE] in the evidence synthesis and dissemination of knowledge
transfer [KT] products to inform health decisions. The study will involve professional members of health system organizations
in charge of developing KT-products to inform health decisions.

The project will be developed in three complementary phases: 1) LE-implementation framework development through review
of the literature, brainstorming meetings, user testing and expert consultation; 2) training in LE tools and strategies; 3)
developing LE synthesis for KT-products by applying the framework to real-life diverse situations.

To achieve the capacity building strategy assessment goal, several surveys and interviews will take place during the process Stay informed +
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Esemplio di open peer review 1/2

Alongside their report, reviewers assign

109 Views 34 Downloads 0 Citations & Cite ¥ Download ~ ~ Export ~ < Share ~ @ Track

a status to the article:

Home > Articles > How many online workers are there in the world? A data-driven ...

v APPROVED

The paper is scientifically sound in its

RESEARCH ARTICLE 3

Reviewer Status ' v v

How many online workers are there in the world? A data-
driven assessment [version 4; peer review: 4 approved]

current form and only minor, if any,

Invited Reviewers Improvements are suggested
Otto Kassi B3 (@, Vili Lehdonvirta, Fabian Stephany 1 ? 3 4
Version 4
This article is included in Excellent Science gateway - bz
15 Oct 21 7 APPROVED WITH RESERVATIONS
. Version 3 Key revisions are required to address
Article Authors Metrics R ’
e read specific details and make the paper fully
07 Oct 21
scientifically sound
Abstract Version 2
s X : 3 (Revision) v 2
An unknown number of people around the world are earning income by working through online labour platforms such as i 5% .
1Se read read
Upwork and Amazon Mechanical Turk. We combine data collected from various sources to build a data-driven assessment of £ - -
the number of such online workers (also known as online freelancers) globally. Our headline estimate is that there are 163 — x NOT APPROVED
million freelancer profiles registered on online labour platforms globally. Approximately 14 million of them have obtained work v ? ? v '
;i . - P A S S A / 19 May 21 3 i 5 g Fundamental flaws in the paper seriously
through the platform at least once, and 3.3 million have completed at least 10 projects or earned at least $1000. These i . S A _ A 2
numbers suggest a substantial growth from 2015 in registered worker accounts, but much less growth in amount of work undermine the fmdfi‘:\f,‘ s and conclusions
completed by workers. Our results indicate that online freelancing represents a non-trivial segment of labour today, but one 1. Paola Tubaro (), Université Paris-Saclay, Paris, France
that is spread thinly across countries and sectors. 2. Annarosa Pesole Institute for Prospective Technological

Studies (IPTS), Seville, Spain

3. Richard Heeks (), University of Manchester, Manchester, UK VI S I b I | I ty & C red I t fo r
4. Valeria Cirillo, University of Bari Aldo M

Competing Interests: No competing interests were disclosed Stay informed + r eV i eW e r S :

= Co-reviewing
- / = ORCID ids
= DOiIs for reports

A Corresponding Author: Otto Kassi
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Esempio di open peer review 2/2

Richard Heeks (2}, Global Development Institute, University of
Manchester, Manchester, UK

s Cite this Report
B Responses

The paper has been improved but there continue to be errors:

= Despite the author response statement to have amended this
(*We now clarified that we refer to *those who completed at
least 10 projects OR earned at least US$1,000 in the last 30
days™), there is still an ongoing lack of clarity about the third
measure of workers. In the abstract and in the first and
second appearance of this criterion in the text in the Methods
section and also in Table 1 and Table 2 sfill lacks the *.. in the
last 30 days™ addition; then in the ‘Inferring the number
workers who have worked' section the measure is listed as
“have worked over the past 30 days”; then in the resulis it's
back to “total earnings of over $1000 or over 10 completed
projects”. This is inconsistent generally and also specifically
(‘at least 10" is not the same as “over 107, ditto with the
figure).

« More generally, refer to earlier comments about the third
measure e.g. incorrect assumption of equivalence to full-time

wark.

= Methods section, should be “.. each platform: number of
registered worker profiles _.”

= Footnote 5 is misnumbered in the text.

= Heading should be “Inferring the number of workers who
have worked".

Results: how do you get from 9.3m and 2.2m to 75m and
21m. Explain and justify.

Fabian Stephany
University of Oxford, Oxford, Oxfordshire, UK

Dear reviewer, thank you for your time and consideration in reading
our revised manuscript and in suggesting further improvements.

We have made the following edits based on your valuable
suggestions:

The third group of workers - after registered workers and workers,
who have worked at least once - is now called workers, who have
worked significantly. This means that these workers have, at some
point, gained a significant part of their income from working on the
platform. We avoid the terminology of "full-time" workers, as we can
not say with certainty that these workers are currently engaged in
"full-time" acitivities on the platform. Workers in this third category
have either completed AT LEAST 10 projects OR have AT LEAST
earned 1000 USD in the past. This definition DOES NOT include
any reference to a 30 day timespan. The text has been adapted
with regard to this definition.

Our Results Section concludes "._that there could at most be as
many as 205 million registered worker profiles, 75 million workers
who have ever worked through an online labour platform, and 21
million workers, who have worked significantly". These numbers
result from multiplying the upper benchmark of the number of
registered workers (205 million) with the respective upper
confidence intervals for workers who have ever worked (36.8%)
and workers, who have worked significantly (10%).

Spelling and footnote setting errors have been corrected.

Thanks again for your contributions and time. Best, The authors

Amendments from Version 3

We have corrected the summary worker head counts (now 14 / 3.3 million active / significantly active worker) in the Abstract. An
additional affiliation has been listed for Otto Kassi: University of Turku, Turku Centre for Labour Studies (TCLS), Turku, Finland.

See the detailed response from the author(s) to the review by Richard Heeks
See the detailed response from the author(s) to the review by Richard Heeks
See the detailed response from the author(s) to the review by Paola Tubaro
See the detailed response from the author(s) to the review by Annarosa Pesole
See the detailed response from the author(s) to the review by Valeria Cirillo
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Esempio di datl aperti

Data availability
Underlying data

The original Copernicus data (January 1998 December 2019) is available from:

https://resources.marine.copernicus.eu/product-
detail/'SEALEVEL _GLO_PHY L4 REP_OBSERVATIONS 008 047/INFORMATION

CEDA: Global ocean Lagrangian trajectories based on AVIS0 velocities, v2.2.
http://doi.org/10.5285/5¢c2b70d069cb467ab73e80b84c3e395a
This dataset contains the following underlying data:
« Daily files from 1998-01-01 to 2019-12-31.
This dataset is available under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license (CC-BY 4.0).
Software availability
Source code to compute OLTraj available from: https://github.com/grgdIl/OLTraj
Archived source code at time of publication: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo 5062983
The repository for the examples is: hitps://github.com/grgdIl/OLTra]_examples
Archived source code at time of publication: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo. 5518531

License: CC BY 4.

Open Research Europe = e | FIOOOResearch




Interoperabilita e comunicazione

Fin dal lancio (marzo 2021):

Zenodo — pubblicazione diretta degli articoli e metadati (degli articoli con peer-review positiva)

EPMC — attraverso Crossref, F1000Research invia il preprint e lo aggiorna dopo I'esito positivo
della peer-review

In 4 anni:

Repository istituzionali — collaborazione con LIBER e OpenAlIRE per identificare e supportare
I'invio diretto dei contenuti

Indexing databases — richiesta di inserimento nel maggiori database appena possible (es.
DOAJ, Scopus)

Open Research Europe E e | F0OResearch
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Live Demo - Everything a Research
Librarian Needs to Know about the

ORE Publishing Platform

https://libereurope.eu/mec-events/live-demo-everything-a-research-librarian-needs-to-know-about-the-ore-publishing-platform/
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L 'esperienza in ORE

dal punto di vista dell’autore
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Perché Pubblicare su ORE?

Le potenzialita di crescita, i principi dell’Open Science e il report finale

« Piattaforma multidisciplinare destinata ai progetti finanziati dal programmi
Horizon 2020 e Horizon Europe

« Metriche Attuali vs Prospettive di Valutazione della Ricerca
La crescita esponenziale delle metriche dei giornali online non dipende esclusivamente dal
giornale, ma dalla qualita editoriale, la qualita degli articoli pubblicati, qualita delle revisioni e |l

numero di citazioni

» | principi DORA sviluppate concretamente da F1000 nell'esperienza editoriale

* Facilita nei report sul Tender Portal e incremento dell'impatto scientifico, sociale
ed economico piu visibile ai Finanziatori e ai cittadini (anche grazie ad
OpenAlRE!)
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Una piattaforma facile da usare

Subject area Medical and health sciences

Your ORCID iD

About the Article

O Research Article

Article Type *
be ng an article () Brief Report

type

O Data Note
(O case Report
Article Title *
Abstract *

Mots : 0/300

Plain language summary

Mots : 0/300

Open Research Europe

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3655-4307

O Case Study

(O Clinical Practice Article
O Software Tool Article
O Method Article

B | I | U
). Ke as 1 qreatf
B | I | U

O Study Protocol

O Review

O Systematic Review
(O Open Letter

xm
]
Wi
il
]
3

%
I
i
i
]
]

Authors *

Giulia

involved.

[] Conceptualization
[C] Data Curation
[] Formal Analysis

[J Funding Acquisition
[] Investigation
[ Methodology

[[] Project Administration

ADD CO-AUTHOR

Affiliations *
PLEASE NOTE
othors fo 8l

AUTHORS

giulia. malaguarnera@live it

Author contribution(s)
We are using the CRediT taxonomy to capture detailed author contributions, to facilitate recognition for all

Malaguarmera

[C] Corresponding Author

[] Resources

[ software

[ Supervision

[ validation

[ Visualization

[C] Writing — Original Draft Preparation
[[] writing — Review & Editing

SAVE AUTHOR

+ ADD CONSORTIUM [ COLLECTIVE

AFFILIATIONS + ADD
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Una piattaforma facile da usare

Anche per le revisioni...

My Activities Open Research Europe @OpenResearch_EU - Oct 21
é Why should you choose open peer review as an author? Some of the
benefits include:
SUBMISSIONS Submissions
CONTENT AND For information on how to publish your articles in Open Research Europe, check the guidelines here. \/ Open conversation
TRACKING ALERTS Learn more about the Open Research Europe article publishing model. \/ Opportunities for collaboration
 Less chance of bias

DRAFTS SUBMITTED PUBLISHED N
—_— /' Constructive feedback

& many more!

(D To create a new version of a published article, you must download the most recenily published

= -2 2
version as a DOC file or RTF file via the links next to the article (below), and edit with tracked Learn more about #0OpenPeerReview: bddy.me/3E537Td

changes turned on. For more information on how to create a new version, please visit Article
Guidelines (new versions).

[E] ARTICLE

(3 Download DOC File

REVIEW v
The translational roadmap of the gut models, focusing on gut- (3 Download RTF File
on-chip [version 1; peer review: 1 approved] (& Submit New Version
Giulia Malaguarnera, Miriam Graute, Antoni Homs Corbera m Suggest Reviewers
e cite
3 Track
< Share

PUBLISHED 04 JUIN 2021
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Come usare Open Research Europe?

Come ORE puo0 essere usato per chi non e vincitore di progetti Horizon

* Leggere ed esplorare articoli e progetti gia finanziati, 1 risultati, e individuare quali
sono le tematiche emergenti e premiate

* Interagire con gli autori tramite Open Peer Review e inserirsi in network europel

« Scrivere progetti europei con autori promettenti sulla base degli articoli piu
Interessanti

Volunteer to be a reviewer

We would love to hear from you. Please contact our editorial office and let us know you are interested in
reviewing. When contacting us, please attach a copy of your CV and complete this form, so that we can be sure
you meet our Reviewer Criteria. Don't hesitate to let us know if there is a particular article you would like to be
considered for, however please bear in mind that ultimately, it is up to the authors whether they would like you to
review their article.
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Thank you

For gquestions:

Info@open-research-europe.ec.europa.eu

Stay informed.:

WWWw.open-research-europe.ec.europa.e

@OpenResearch_EU
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