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Retractl Watch

July 2012

Elsevier parasitology journal
retracts paper after finding
author made up peer reviewer
email addresses

Note to authors: If a journal asks you to suggest re-
viewers for your submitted manuscript, don’t thank
them by faking the reviewer’s emails.

You might just get caught.

That's what happened recently at Experimental
Parasitology, according to the retraction notice for

“Entamoeba histolytica: Cloning, expression and evaluation of the effi-
cacy of a recombinant amebiasis cysteine proteinase gene (ACP1) anti-
gen in minipig:”




Retrac t.i@% Watch

August 2012

South Korean plant compound
researcher faked email
addresses so he could review his
own studies

Scientists frustrated by the so-called “third review-
er” —the one always asking for additional experi-
ments before recommending acceptance — might
be forgiven for having lantasies of being able to re-
view their own papers.

But one Korean scientist, Hyung-In Moon, managed — Hyung-In Moon

to do just that, through what must have seemed

like clever subterfuge at the time. And he got away with it for a while
— until he didn’t, as witnessed by this retraction notice for “Larvicidal
activity of &-hydroxycoumarin derivatives against Aedes aegypti,” pub-
lished in Pharmaceutical Biology, an Informa Healthcare title:




November 2014




December 2014

COPE position statement on inappropriate
manipulation of peer review processes

December 2014
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Retrac t.i@% Watch

December 2021

Journal retracts 122 papers at
once

IJEEE

International Journal of Electrical Engineering

& Education

RETRACTION NOTICE o0) 112
(E The Author({s) 2021

Article reuse guidelines:

sagepub.comljournals-permissions

DOE 100 177/0020720921 | 064059

journak sagepub. comihomelije

®SAGE

A SAGE journal has retracted 122 papers because of “clear indicators
that the submission and/or peer review process for these papers was

manipulated.”




Retrac t.i@% Watch

February 2022

Publisher retracts 350 papers at
once

IOP

Institute of Physics

IOP Publishing has retracted a total of 350 papers from two different
2021 conference proceedings because an “investigation has uncovered
evidence of systematic manipulation of the publication process and con-

siderable citation manipulation.”




Fake and Questionable Peer Review Retractions
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Fake and Questionable Peer Review Retractions
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* ResearchProfessional News

28)uL 2023

The battle for research integrity is
winnable

By James Brooks Share n u @ B




Policing the system

More in-depth peer review
More rigorous editorial checks
More stringent retraction policies

Al tools

!

Making the system even more
bureaucratic and impersonal,

and creating an arms race
that can never be won

Changing the system

Reducing pressure to publish
Promoting open research cultures

Evaluating researchers based on
their actual contribution to
scientific knowledge production

!

Moving toward a system that
iIncentivizes researchers to make truly
meaningful contributions




Q COARA

Codalition for Advancing Research
Assessment

Our vision is that the assessment of research, researchers and research organisations recognises the diverse
outputs, practices and activities that maximise the quality and impact of research. This requires basing
assessment primarily on qualitative judgement, for which peer review is central, supported by responsible use of

quantitative indicators.

The Commitments

1. Recognise the diversity of contributions to, and careers in, research in accordance with
the needs and nature of the research

2. Base resedrch assessment primarily on qualitative evaluation for which peer review is
central, supported by responsible use of quantitative indicators

3. Abandon inappropriate uses in research assessment of journal- and publication-based
metrics, in particular inappropriate uses of Journal Impact Factor (JIF) and h-index



What kind of publishing and peer review system
does this require?

EDITORIAL | 01 March 2022

&2 March 17th, 2022

Quantitative Science Studies
successfully completes transparent

Natureis trialling transparent peer
review — the early results are

encouragin
peer review pilot Sine
FIOOOResearch
 pesteommunityinore  eLife

eLife ends accept/reject decisions following peer review

eLife will emphasise the public peer review of preprints, restoring author autonomy and promoting the assessment of scientists based on what, not
where, they publish.



And how do we get there?

| PublishYourReviews

Council of the EU Pressrelease 23 May 2023 10:27

Council calls for transparent, equitable, and open access to
scholarly publications

STRESSES that rigorous peer review should continue to be essential to scholarly publishing,
with researchers taking responsibility for peer review and providing expert advice on editorial
boards, ensuring scientific standards, validity and quality of the research; EMPHASISES that
peer review should continue to build and maintain research integrity and trust in science,
including by retraction of invalid publications; RECOGNISES that the peer review system is

currently facing various challenges, e.g. increased number of submissions and reviewer
10]UL 2023

Coalition S consults on draft plan for
‘responsible publishing'’

fatigue; UNDERLINES the need to promote transparency through open peer review practices,

and to give recognition to and reward researchers for peer review;



Thank you for your attention!

Email: waltmanlr@cwts.leidenuniv.nl

Mastodon: https://social.cwis.nl/@LudoWaltman



Transparent peer
review at Royal
Soclety of
Chemistry

Nicola Nugent
Publishing Manager, Quality & Ethics



Royal Society of Chemistry

Our purpose is to help the chemical science
community make the world a better place.

T ROYAL SOCIETY Our vision is a world in which the chemical
OF CHEMISTRY sciences fulfil their potential as a force for good.
-

Part of our mission is to provide the opportunities
and tools for the chemical science community to
network, create and exchange knowledge, adapt
and thrive.

7® ROYAL SOCIETY
- OF CHEMISTRY



Royal Society of Chemistry; Publishing

Chem Soc Rev and Practice
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We publish over 50 world-leading
journals that span the core chemical
sciences and related fields. Known for
rigorous, fair peer review and fast
publication times, our journals publish
the best science, from original research
articles to authoritative reviews.

7® ROYAL SOCIETY
- OF CHEMISTRY
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Our Commitment to OS

Our purpose is to help the chemical science community
make the world a better place; we envision a world in
which the chemical sciences fulfil their potential as a
force for good. We strive to work with our community to
break down barriers to advancing the chemical sciences
and to ensure appropriate equitable, global access to
knowledge and data.

Read the full statement here:

https://www.rsc.org/journals-books-databases/open-science/

Our commitment to open science

Our purpoese is 0 help the chemical scenoe community make the workd a belter place; we emvision a warld inwhich the
chemical sEences fulfil their polential as & foroe for good. 'We strive io wark with our community 10 break dawn barriers o
advancing the chemical sciences and to ensure appropriate sguitable, global aooess o knowledge and dats

Wi believe that the besl ways b enable chemical scienists (o make the warld a beller place are through ensbling greater
FAIR (Findable,

= such as peer review are ransparenl, that research is camied oul

knowledge, enswuing that toaks and data ame presented n oo vsefl way, and that da

e, Inleropersile, Revsable), thal praclice
wCaAlky amd wilh r||L\'._|r'.'.'. thai collaboraton = l:!l'\'.":iLri!qL‘d and thal ult 'I'i!:!:l:r MOrE pEsOpe are erabled and ETICDUraged

wriicipate in scienos.
Az @ group, these pinciples farm the basis of the open science agenda - an agenda that is currenty being defined by
stakeholders from amound e wardd. Our goal as a learmed society, professional body, and publisher is 1o work with owr
cammunity and skakehalders, including chemical scence reseanchers aooss sectars, funders, and policymakers - to
develap our vision for Open Chemistry. Topether, we'll uncover bariers, assess motivalions, pinpaint catalysts for change,

and explore vanous pattway= io an apen fubune that besl seres chem iy and Sooety.

Our open science journey so far and our current initiatives

Open access @ Data sharing @ Inclusion @
and diversity

{7 T e B T e -
Discover why data sharing is Dur goal is o incease the

diversity of paople chaosing
mpactiul reseanch svailabie and fulfiling their potential in
the: chemical soences 1o

o Everyone Mo mather who

FOU AN OF WHETE you reearch in a manuscrpl create a traly incusive

ive, you deserve (D access should be Findable, cammunity. Learn mare
and benefil from nes Accessible, Inleroperathe abaut oo stralegy, acivilies
discoveries and Reusable [FAIR) and resources

7 ROYAL SOCIETY
o0 OF CHEMISTRY




Why Transparent Peer Review?




Part of our
commitment
to open
science

Encourage
even higher
quality peer

review

Transparent
decision
making

Showcase
our high-
quality peer
review



Our TPR timeline y
A

2022
e Decision to move to
2021 Clarivate service
e Sustainable Food
* Digital Discovery Technology, Industrial
2020 launched with TPR Chemistry & Materials,
* Review of TPR pilot EES Catalysis and RSC
e TPR pilot phase began phase demonstrated Sustainability
with launch of RSC successes, and launched with TPR
Chemical Biology significant author using the Clarivate TPR
e ES Atmospheres demand service

launched with TPR * Decision to roll out TPR
across the portfolio

2023

e Chemical Science and
RSC Advances started
offering TPR

e Rolling out to more
journals throughout
2023 and 2024

7 ROYAL SOCIETY
o0 OF CHEMISTRY



How does it work?

Authors opt-in to TPR during manuscript submission

Transparent peer review

*To support increased transparency, EES Catalysis offers authors the option of transparent peer review. If authors choose this option,
the reviewers' comments, authors' response and editor’'s decision letter for all versions of the manuscript are published alongside the
article under an Open Access Creative Commons CC-BY license. Reviewers remain anonymous unless they choose to sign their report.

Please note that if you choose transparent peer review and your manuscript is transferred in from another RSC journal or is a
resubmission, the decision letter and reviewer reports from the previous submission will not be published.

Please indicate whether you wish to choose transparent peer review.

O | choose transparent peer review

(O | do not choose transparent peer review

7 ROYAL SOCIETY
o0 OF CHEMISTRY



Setting up TPR with Clarivate

* Implement new opt- N questlons for
authors and reviewers in ScholarOne

« Grant Clarivate permission to register
DOls with our prefix

* Notify Clarivate when we publish
articles

« Display a link to the TPR content on
Web of Science from our article
landing pages

« Set up TPR business processes and
tailor author/reviewer messaging

EES Catalysis

RSC
Sustainability

Sustainable
Food Technology

Industrial

Chemistry
& Materials

7® ROYAL SOCIETY
- OF CHEMISTRY



Web of Science TPR

CLOSE PUBLIC PEER REVIEWS >

Public Peer Reviews Open and View All

Publisher Invited Reviews

Publisher invited reviews are commissioned and depaosited by journals who recognise their reviewer's efforts with verified recognition in the Web of Science.

Chemical Science (Round 2)

Decision Letter 2023/05/26
Reviewer Report 2023/05/25 ~
Author Response 2023/05/23

Chemical Science (Round 1)

Decision Letter 2023/05/21 ~
Reviewer Report 2023/05/05 «

Reviewer Report 2023/05/19 ~




Thank you



Josh Dahl | Senior Product Director, Clarivate = TR oy s |
; : "jf\'; ¢ ' '31', 45 &7/ 4.
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Peer review where the
identities of both author
and reviewer are disclosed
to each other?

“’Open peer review’ (OPR), despite being

. . . Systems where reviewer
a major pillar of Open Science, has reports are published
neither a standardized definition nor an alongside articles?
agreed schema of its features and
implementations. The literature reflects
this, with numerous overlapping and SIS WSSy

: .. ” invited experts” are able to

contradictory definitions. comment?

Variety of combinations of
these and other novel
methods?

Ross-Hellauer T. What is open peer review? A systematic review [version 2; peer review: 4

2 Clarivate approved]. F1000Research 2017, 6:588 (https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.11369.2) -



https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.11369.2

@ review information published:

This relates to information that is published about the review
process on the article page. Select and list the items that are
applicable.

TYPE DESCRIPTION

No information about the review

Transparent Peer Review ——

Can be summaries or parts of
review summaries the reviews, or a summary of the
review process

Full content of the reviewer

review reports reports is published

Full content of the reviewer

review information published
review reports (uihor optin) bt il L TR

. t t h t - soview repocis Full content of the reviewer
= s reports is published if the
reVI eW re p O r S ( a u O r 0 p I n ) (reviewer opt in) reviewer(s) opt(s) for this
1 1 1 The version of the manuscript
reVI eW re p O rts ( reVI ewe r 0 pt I n ) submitted manuscript that the author submitted for peer
review is published.

author/editor communication T

submitted manuscript that the author submitted for
M M RS R Q (auth tin) peer review is published if the
rEV|ewer Identltles (rEV|ewer Opt In) adthoroptin corresponding author opts for this.

ANRNE N NENEN

author/editor Including editor decision letter

e d |t0 r | d e nt |t | e S communication and reviewer responses (rebuttals)

< identiti Identities of the reviewers are
reviewer identities published

The identities of the reviewers
are published if the reviewers opt
for this

reviewer identities
(reviewer opt in)

editor identities Identities of the handling editors

https://www.niso.org/standards-committees/peer-review-terminology

3 Clarivate” 33



What problem are we
solving?

Part of the growing Open Science
movement, but has also gained traction as
a means of:

improving research integrity and
reproducibility;

decreasing fraudulent peer review; and
discouraging manipulation of the peer
review process.

2 Clarivate”

Adoption of transparent peer review has
been restricted by a lack of viable
integrated workflow options, resulting in
manual solutions that:

» soak up editorial time and resource;
* inhibit rollout due to capacity; and
« often entail complex, legacy workflows.

34



Transparent Peer Review service on ScholarOne
Overcome barriers to adopting transparent peer review

N
Scalable

Implement a turn-
key solution that
seamlessly
Integrates into

existing workflows.

2 Clarivate”

oo

Flexible

Adhere to data
privacy regulations
and honor author
and reviewer
preferences.

[E;'A'

Automated

Save time with
automated DO
assignment and
auto-generated
public pages for
content.

©)

Linked

Connect articles to
their review
content through
persistent links and
dynamic badges.

35



Our path to launching Transparent Peer Review

2 Clarivate” 2 Clarivate”
Transpa r.ent ‘ \\
Peer Review | | ,
) pilot started Introducing open peer The next generation of
pU-bIOIlS review content in the Web of Science

Web qucignce ey | Researcher Profiles

2020 2021 2022
WI LEY |op

Publishing "" |

acquired by
Clarivate

S Sage #® RovAL SOCIETY
«p OF CHEMISTRY

The MIT Press

THE ROYAL SOCIETY

PUBLISHING

2 Clarivate” ' ?ﬁ%ﬂg

Transparent

Peer Review

generally
available on
ScholarOne

36



Open Peer Reviews in Web of Science

g Open Peer Review % O Directly linked

Public Peer Reviews Open and View All

Publisher Invited Reviews O D i SCOVG ra b | e

Publisher invited reviews are commissioned and deposited by journals who
recognise their reviewer's efforts with verified recognition in the Web of Science.

O  Open

Royal Society Open Science (Round 2)

Decision Letter 2022/02/04 ~
O Citable

Author Response 2022/01/18 ~

Integrated part of

Royal Society Open Science (Round 1) O

the scholarly record
Decision Letter 2021/11/29 ~
Reviewer Report 2021/11/08 ~
Reviewer Report 2021/11/15 ~

2 Clarivate” 37



Web of Science Researcher Profiles

maets Pose Raview
95 488
Pinder Pusicansensin
et o scnce
96 Docums
31,119 0,588
= SumefTmealted  ChingArtcles
12
ot Times paests
ol assambly of AUBAENR alorg M1 3 framesworke A SRS nanocarrer for bacerial ] o
detection and ling -
4 Ly Phang, Husrgric; | o cies
Pusisnes b 162 Basemsorssnd Boescten Wit chution st
Athor Impact Beamplot Summary
nnnnnnnnn
o damin; J oam, Ling -
Pt g 113 Joueral of e Manacisls e
nnnnnnnn o
;. ena, i <ind
Pubisnes g 113 Chemics Engnesring sl
o Spacific of e Trand ot
e g o Tong ran -
Pt 1 3| Endesamatal Scitace  Technsls s
. argeting raiomatric e ooe -
soyue g e [ anes
Pusished ) 23] Jouemal ofMateias sy
oual
T —— sed o
Q01, Boei ; Chen, g <ind
Pusisnes 1 023 Knsptca Chesmisry
sons
,,,,,,,,,, ey
S for Times
emironmentslwaer e
Cheng. Jaen; Ma. gingi . Chen, Linga

2 Clarivate”

Broad coverage of
scholarly output

Detailed analytics
Unique ResearcherlD

Freely available

Downloadable CV

35 million+ profiles

32 million claimed WoS
documents

19 million+ peer reviews

100k+ open peer reviews

2 million+ preprints




Web of Science Researcher Profiles

Scholarly outputs
Web of Science indexed
O . o
publications and citations
— O  Non-indexed publications
=== O Peer reviews

. O  Editorships
me:wm O Preprints
i““""”” O Dissertations and theses
;_,. | O  Awarded grants*coOMING SOON*

2 Clarivate”




Current state of Transparent Peer Review

4,920 2,348 1,205 1,180
Chemistry Multidisciplinary Biochemistry Molecular Biology Nanoscience Nanotechnology | Instruments
Instrumentation

journals using TPR

Physics Multidisciplinary

articles with published 2112
. n i in
peer reviews -

37%

1,155
'}ﬁiﬁ?‘\pp“ ed M:lltidisciplinary Sciences

agthor and/or Top 10 Web of Science Categories based on total articles
reviewer opt-out! published in 2022 for TPR journals
2 Clarivate”

'Out of over 52k eligible articles for Transparent Peer Review

40



What's next for Transparent Peer
Review service on ScholarOne?

Adding support for Peer
Review files

* Majority of journals on
ScholarOne allow peer review
file attachments

* Peer Review files can be
included on reviewer reports
and author’s response to
decision

2 Clarivate”

Finalizing standards for
set-up and onboarding

+ Streamline set-up with simplified

configuration options for author
and reviewer questions

» Standard documentation for

customers and end users

Enable any of the
8k journals on

ScholarOne to
move to
transparent peer
review




© 2023 Clarivate

Clarivate and its logo, as well as all other
trademarks used herein are trademarks of their
respective owners and used under license.
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