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Open Access & scholarly publishing: 
the future is now
The scholarly publishing sector continues to advance open access (OA) publishing practices and initiatives. It remains a rapidly 

evolving and highly competitive ecosystem with multiple stakeholders and drivers. Technology is an important enabler for adaptation 

and supporting critical success factors.

The recent United Nations Third Open Science Conference emphasized the importance of open science in achieving the SDGs and 

called for measures to achieve equity and inclusion, reform academic publishing, and strengthen the science-policy-society interface.

Dr. Monica Granados moderated a panel on "Equity in open scholarship", highlighting the importance of open access to knowledge 

in solving the world's greatest problems outlined in the SDGs.

Advocates for OA and scholarly publishing also suggest supporting high-quality journals from the Global South and using diamond 

open access to achieve this. Diamond OA refers to academic texts published, distributed, or preserved with no fees to either the 

author or reader.

Affordability remains a major issue in OA publishing, with the APC barrier effect impeding researchers with fewer resources. While 

waivers are a usual fix, they can be problematic and may not match affordability.

Equitable access to OA is challenged by cost, with fees that may be modest for some countries being very expensive for others, 

particularly less wealthy regions outside the US and Europe. One idea being discussed is basing fees on local affordability rather 

than pricing them identically for all customers, similar to the tiered pricing of vaccines.

Open Science is recommended as a win-win for researchers and the community, improving transparency and confidence in new 

knowledge. A global survey conducted by Carol Tenopir and her team over a 10-year period found insights into scientists', managers', 

and government workers' willingness to share data and their opinions on available resources.

OA & the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)

Equity and affordability in open access

Open data
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One of the findings of the survey is that researchers from the USA, Canada, Australia, and New Zealand are most willing to share their data, 

while those in Africa, the Middle East, and Asia are the least willing. Government involvement and funding can improve attitudes towards 

open science practices, and researchers need more knowledge, tools, and training to properly share data and bring about positive change 

in scientific practices.

Plan S is an initiative adopted by cOAlition S, a group of national research funding organizations, in 2018. The goal of the initiative is to 

make research publications openly accessible to all. In five years, cOAlition S has grown to a network of 28 funders, including agencies 

from the US, Australia, and South Africa, and has contributed to a consensus among research funding agencies worldwide that OA to 

research results is a priority that requires international alignment. Publishers have also recognized the importance of OA and are 

transforming to comply with Plan S principles.

So how successful has Plan S been so far? cOAlition S assigned ‘transformative journal’ status to 2,236 journals from a range of 

publishers where publishing fees were covered. However, it has excluded 68% of journals in the second year of the program for not 

meeting targets and only 1% of journals have converted to full OA.

Financial support for transformative journals will end at the end of 2024, and no new applications will be considered after June 30, 2023.

Collaboration is a key aspect of OA publishing, with technology playing an increasingly important role in enabling collaboration among 

researchers and institutions. One of the biggest advantages of OA publishing is the ability for researchers to easily share their work with 

others, regardless of their location or institutional affiliation.

Technology platforms such as open access repositories and preprint servers have made it easier for researchers to share their findings 

and collaborate with others. These platforms allow researchers to upload their work and make it publicly available, increasing its 

visibility and potential impact.

In addition, technology has enabled innovative new approaches to peer review, such as open peer review and post-publication peer review, 

which have the potential to improve the quality and transparency of scientific research.

The future of OA publishing is promising, with innovative new approaches and the growing recognition of the importance of OA to research 

results. "OA publishing will continue growing and evolving", funding agencies and stakeholders recognize its importance and take steps to 

promote it.

Plan S

The power of collaboration

The future is now
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A web-based multichannel publishing ecosystem

Nvcleus, from Amnet, is a streamlined, collaborative, end-to-end platform for books, journals, preprints, and micropublications. 

Nvcleus provides the tools to succeed in a digital-first world; it’s a platform for collaboration and automation for content 

producers. Single format, open source-based technologies combined with cognitive intelligence underpin intuitive workflows 

to assist authors, editors, reviewers, and production teams. Built on an open source code base and enhanced with Amnet's 

Unified Content Framework, Nvcleus seamlessly takes the publication from manuscript to reader in a highly efficient manner.

Multi-tenancy - Manage multiple journals within a single installation, reducing costs and operational complexities.

Enhanced user experience - Intuitive and painless interfaces for editors, peer reviewers, and contributors

Real-time communication - Collaboration enabled: communication via text and video

Automated processes - Nvcleus automates processes to save time and resources

Nvcleus Books - simply publish books

Nvcleus Journals - Simply publish journals, preprints, and 
micropublications Nvcleus adds value

Nvcleus Books empowers authors, collaborators, proofreaders, editors, and production teams to work seamlessly within a 

web browser, covering authoring, collaboration, styling, formatting, proofing, reviews, typesetting, and multi-format export.

About Amnet
Amnet is a Technabled Services company. For publishers and content aggregators needing reliable and efficient publishing 

services, Amnet provides technology-led, end-to-end services and solutions. Amnet’s relationship-centered, customer-

obsessed approach provides the client with the certainty of meeting their requirements and provides compelling value. With 

over 24 years of experience, Amnet is trusted by customers of all sizes, including Fortune 50 companies, large multinationals, 

and corporations who are leaders in their respective markets.

Partner with Amnet to harness the power of innovative publishing platforms. 

hello@amnet.com
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