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Publish or Perish
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Ethical considerations for publication
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Code of conduct in scientific publication

• Conflict of interest and funding sources:
to be declared

• Paternity : contributors (only) to be mentioned

• Originality : research not yet published

• Multiple submissions: forbidden

• « Salami slicing »: to be avoided

• Plagiarism : proscribed

• Scientific integrity: no scientific fraud

• Copyright: to be respected

See also Code d’éthique de la recherche scientifique en Belgique FNRS 

http://www.bib.ulb.ac.be/fr/aide/eviter-le-plagiat/index.html
http://www.fnrs.be/docs/Reglement-et-documents/FRS-FNRS_ETHIQUE_ETHICS.pdf
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Roles in scientific journal publishing

• Editor in chief:

editorial policy, decision to publish or not

• Editorial board, reviewers:

evaluating manuscripts

• Publisher: 

editing, disseminating, selling the journal 

+ infrastructure for submitting manuscripts, 

managing peer review, search and access journals



https://www.phdontrack.net/share-and-publish/submitting-articles/#toc3 based on 
Derntl, M. (2014). Basics of research paper writing and publishing. International Journal of Technology Enhanced Learning 6 (2), 105-

123.
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Peer review process
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Types of peer review

• Blind

the author does not know the identity of the reviewers

• Double blind 

the author does not know the identity of the reviewers

and the reviewers do not know the identity of the 

author(s)
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(Jean-François Flot, Introducing PCI. Open Science webinars – free and FAIR Open Access, 26 October 2021.)

https://openaccess.be/2021/11/03/slides-and-recordings-open-science-webinars-free-and-fair-open-access/
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Traditional peer review issues

• Asymmetrical: often, reviewers know the authors’ identity but the 

reverse is not true 

• Not transparent: the review process is not publicly available

• Slow: it can take months or even years for the review process to reach a 

decision 

• Wasteful: results not deemed sensational or significant enough have 

trouble getting published, leading to a waste of resources

• Undemocratic: especially in prestigious journals, the persons in charge 

of handling the review process and making final decisions are less and 

less often practising scientists

(Jean-François Flot, Introducing PCI. Open Science webinars – free and FAIR 

Open Access, 26 October 2021.)

https://openaccess.be/2021/11/03/slides-and-recordings-open-science-webinars-free-and-fair-open-access/


Open Peer Review
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Open peer review

Different levels of openness:

• Open up identities

Authors and reviewers are aware of each other’s 

identity

• Make review reports open and accessible 

Review reports are published alongside the relevant 

article.

• Open up participation

The wider community is able to contribute to the 

review process (peer researcher or even general 

public).
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Open peer review

• Encourage interaction

Direct, reciprocal discussion between author(s) and 

reviewers and/or between reviewers is allowed and 

encouraged.

• Use open platforms

Review is de-coupled from publishing in that it is 

facilitated by a different organizational entity than the 

venue of publication.
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Example of interactive public peer review

Copernicus Interactive Public Peer Review) 

http://publications.copernicus.org/services/public_peer_review.html
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Open peer review
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https://dwes.copernicus.org/preprints/dwes-2021-8/
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https://tc.copernicus.org/articles/15/4873/2021/tc-15-4873-2021-discussion.html
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Good reasons for open peer review

• Transparency

• Speed

• Reliability

• Consistency

• Motivation and valorization

Source:  https://www.fosteropenscience.eu/learning/open-peer-review

https://www.fosteropenscience.eu/learning/open-peer-review
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Benefits for you

For your research :

• improve the quality of your methodology and 

subsequently the credibility of your findings. 

• If you write an open peer review, it will be a new 

citable research output. 

For your skills:

• Read the reviews of other articles and learn from 

the comments of reviewers and answers by authors.

Any drawback?

• risks to be criticized, taken by the reviewers

• difficulty in recruiting OPR reviewers

Source:  



20

Visibility of reviewing activities
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https://publons.com/researcher/1181223/bernardo-innocenti/peer-review/
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Other types of open peer reviewing

and publishing platforms

Peer Community In (PCI):

• Preprint + data are posted on a preprint server and submitted 

to a PCI community; if accepted by a Recommender, it is peer 

reviewed; if accepted, the Recommender writes a report that is 

published on open access, with the reviews, on PCI. Preprint 

can be published in a journal.

F1000:

• Peer review of articles published in F1000Research takes 

place after publication on F1000; expert reviewers are 

suggested primarily by the authors ; peer review process is 

entirely open and transparent:

https://peercommunityin.org/
https://f1000research.com/about
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Watch the video interview of Jean-Louis 

Tison, professor at ULB

He explains the open peer review system 

used by the journal The Cryosphere

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZkPFBQ5Dh-Y&t=40s&ab_channel=ULBTV
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