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Objetivos de aprendizagem

* compreender como funciona a revisao por pares aberta;

* perceber as principais diferencas face ao processo de revisao por pares
tradicional;

* conhecer os aspetos do processo de revisao que podem ser realizados
abertamente;

* perceber as potenciais vantagens e desvantagens desta pratica;

* conhecer algumas plataformas onde podem disponibilizar os seus
papers/ realizar revisoes.



Revisao por Pares

“Scientific peer review is the evaluation of scientific research findings or

proposals for competence, significance and originality, by qualified experts
who research and submit work for publication in the same field (peers)”

Brown, T. (2004). Peer Review and the Acceptance of New Scientific Ideas.
London: Sense About Science.

Esta ligada a 2 componentes importantes do processo de publicacao
cientifica: a comunicacao e a avaliacao de ciéncia.



Revisao por Pares

Especialistas revéem manuscritos académicos (por ex., artigos de revistas cientificas,
candidaturas a bolsas, comunicacoes a conferencias)

° Melhorar o resultado final ﬁ ?
° Tomar decisdes quanto a publicacao

Revisao por pares tradicional
° Anénima (single ou double blind);

° Fechada (processo e comentarios);
° Seletiva (editores selecionam os revisores);
° Demorada (varios meses);

° Revisores ndao obtém recompensa pelo seu trabalho (monetaria ou outra).
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https://senseaboutscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/peer-review-the-nuts-and-bolts.pdf
https://senseaboutscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/peer-review-the-nuts-and-bolts.pdf

Tipos de revisao tradicional

Pros e contras

Single-blind - o revisor Os revisores dao a sua opinido sem medo de

sabe quem é o autor represalias por parte dos autores; permite que
revisores sem escrupulos déem revisoes
negativas, atrasem o processo ou até roubem
ideias.

D?'Jb’e'b’md — O revisor O trabalho é avaliado pelo seu mérito sem
nao sabe quem é o autor preconceitos; os revisores podem perceber
e vice-versa guem é sao os autores.



Objetivos atingidos

Uma das principais criticas ao sistema de
revisao por pares tradicional € que nem
sempre consegue atingir o seu principal
objetivo - garantir a qualidade da
investigacao comunicada.

A revisao por pares aberta oferece uma
maior exposicao e um maior numero de
potenciais revisores.

Top 10 most highly cited
retracted papers

Ever curious which retracted papers have been most cited by other
scientists? Below, we present the list of the 10 most highly cited
retractions as of October 2018. Readers will see some familiar entries,
such as the infamous Lancet paper by Andrew Wakefield that originally
suggested a link between autism and childhood vaccines. You'll note that
many papers — including the #2 most cited paper — received more
citations after they were retracted, which research has shown is an

ongoing problem.

Although just missing out on the top ten and coming in at number 11 -
with 605 citing articles - this article is also designated as a “Highly Cited
Paper” by Clarivate Analytics’ Web of Science, meaning it was ranked in
the top one percent of all papers in its subject field in the last 10

years: Selective killing of cancer cells by a small molecule targeting the
stress response to ROS. NATURE July 14, 2011. (by: Lakshmi Raj, Takao
Ide, Aditi U. Gurkar, Michael Foley, Monica Schenone, Xiaoyu Li, Nicola J.
Tolliday, Todd R. Golub, Steven A. Carr, Alykhan F. Shamji, Andrew M.
Stern, Anna Mandinova, Stuart L. Schreiber, Sam W. Lee).

Article Year of Citing Citing  Total cites
retraction  Articles Articles  (journals

before after indexed
retraction retraction by Web of

Science)

1. Primary Prevention of 2018 1792 79 1917
Cardiovascular Disease

with a Mediterranean
Diet. N Engl | Med April 4,
2013

http://retractionwatch.com/the-retraction-watch-leaderboard/top-10-most-highly-cited-retracted-papers



http://retractionwatch.com/the-retraction-watch-leaderboard/top-10-most-highly-cited-retracted-papers
http://retractionwatch.com/the-retraction-watch-leaderboard/top-10-most-highly-cited-retracted-papers
http://retractionwatch.com/the-retraction-watch-leaderboard/top-10-most-highly-cited-retracted-papers
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Revisao por Pares Aberta - varios
conceitos
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https://www.editage.com/insights/7-common-types-of-academic-peer-review



https://www.editage.com/insights/7-common-types-of-academic-peer-review
https://www.editage.com/insights/7-common-types-of-academic-peer-review

Revisao por Pares Aberta Z :i

Open peer review is an umbrella term for various alterng/e
review methods that seek to make classical peer revie
more transparent & accountable

(Ross-Hellauer, 2016).




Aspetos do OPR: Identidades Abertas

Open up identities

Authors and reviewers are aware of

each other’s identity.

..

Open identities -
. w
Autores e revisores conhecem a identidade um do outro

< Aumenta a transparéncia e responsabilidade entre os revisores
= Preconceitos ou conflitos de interesse podem ser mais facilmente identificados



Aspetos do OPR - Relatorios Abertos

Make review reports open
and accessible

Review reports are published

alongside the relevant article.

Open reports

w

Comentarios acompanham o artigo/ documento revisto
< Resulta em melhores revisbes em termos de tom e qualidade dos comentarios

< A revisao pode ser um resultado de investigacao por si sé (contextualizacao para
os leitores + crédito para os revisores)




Aspetos do OPR - Participacao
AhertAa

Open up participation

The wider community is able to
contribute to the review process

(peer researcher or even general

Open Participation
. w

Participacao aberta a todos
— Evita problemas na selecao editorial (preconceitos, redes fechadas)

= Cria oportunidades para investigadores em inicio de carreira (mostrar competéncias, criar a sua
reputacao)

= Maior rapidez possibilitada pela abertura a potenciais revisores



Aspetos do OPR - Preprints

Share pre-review manuscripts

Manuscripts are made immediately
available (e.g. via pre-print servers) in

advance of any formal peer review
procedures.

Jpreprint

Open pre-review manuscripts

Partilha de preprints
< Permite obter feedback desde cedo
-~ Possibilita uma maior visibilidade - incluindo a potenciais editores



Aspetos do OPR - Comentarios Abertos

Allow final-version
commenting

Review or commenting on final
“version of record” publications.

Open final-version commenting

. v

Comentarios a versao final da publicacao (VoR)
< Permite didlogo e a publicacao permanece aberta a correcoes
= Perguntas e respostas podem fornecer contexto



Aspetos do OPR - Maior interacao

Encourage interaction

Direct, reciprocal discussion between
author(s) and reviewers and/or
between reviewers is allowed and
encouraged.

Open interaction

Encoraja a interacao e discussao

[] A interacao entre o autor e os revisores permite resolver desacordos entre autor e
revisores, sem levar a rejeicao da publicacao e sem mediacao do editor



Aspetos do OPR - Plataformas

Ahertacg

Use open platforms

Review is de-coupled from publishing
in that it is facilitated by a different
organizational entity than the venue
of publication.

Open platforms
. w

Uso de plataformas abertas

< Revisao é feita numa plataforma e a publicacao pode beneficar delas antes de
ser submetida a uma revista

- Acelera o processo e nao duplica o esforco



Seis boas razoes para usar a revisao por
pares aberta

*Transparéncia - responsabilizacéo dos revisores,
*\Velocidade - mais revisores, mais disponiveis,

*Confiabilidade - maiores oportunidades de identificar falhas ou
inconsisténcias,

*Consisténcia - diferentes revisores podem ter opinides diversas;
reducao das hipoteses de rejeicao,

*Contexto - comentarios abertos permitem contextualizar a
publicacao,

*Motivacao - oportunidade de obter crédito dd motivacdo extra aos
revisores.



Plataformas

Preprints:
The Winnower, Copernicus Publications.

Comentarios a versao final da publicacao (VoR):
F1000Research, The Winnower, ou ScienceOpen

Independentes do processo de publicacao:
Peerage of Science, Publons, e Rubrig



https://thewinnower.com/
https://thewinnower.com/
https://thewinnower.com/
https://publications.copernicus.org/for_reviewers/services_for_reviewers.html
https://f1000research.com/
https://thewinnower.com/
https://www.scienceopen.com/
https://www.peerageofscience.org/
https://www.peerageofscience.org/
https://publons.com/home/
https://www.rubriq.com/

Open Peer Review Oath

Box 1. Open peer review oath.

Principle 1: | will sign my name to my review

Principle 2: | will review with integrity

Principle 3: | will treat the review as a discourse with you; in particular, | will provide constructive criticism

Principle 4: | will be an ambassador for the practice of open science

https://f1000research.com/articles/3-271/v2



https://f1000research.com/articles/3-271/v2
https://f1000research.com/articles/3-271/v2

Leituras complementares

Aleksic |, Alexa A, Attwood TK et al. An Open Science Peer Review Oath [version 2; referees: 4
approved, 1 approved with reservations]. F1000Research 2015, 3:271 (
doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.5686.2 )

FOSTER Handbook of Open Science Training - Capitulo 8. Revisao por Pares Aberta, Métricas e
Avaliacao

FOSTER Open Science Toolkit - Open Peer Review Course

Peer Review Survey 2009. http://www.senseaboutscience.org/news.php/87/peer-review-survey-2009.
(follow-up study of PRC 2008)

Peer Review the Nuts and Bolts. A Guide for Early Career Researchers. Peer Reviewers’ Openness
Initiative.

Ross-Hellauer, 2017, “What is open peer review? A systematic review”, F1L000Research. DOI:
10.12688/f1000research.11369.2


https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.5686.2
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.5686.2
https://github.com/Open-Science-Training-Handbook/Open-Science-Training-Handbook_PT/blob/master/02IntroducaoaCienciaAberta/08Revisao_por_Pares_Aberta_Metricas_Avaliacao.md
https://github.com/Open-Science-Training-Handbook/Open-Science-Training-Handbook_PT/blob/master/02IntroducaoaCienciaAberta/08Revisao_por_Pares_Aberta_Metricas_Avaliacao.md
https://soundcloud.com/opensciencetalk/006-peer-review

QUESTOES?

ANTONIA CORREIA

PROJETOS OPEN ACCESS - SERVICOS DE DOCUMENTACAO DA UNIVERSIDADE DO
MINHO

antoniacorreia@sdum.uminho.pt
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