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F1000Research 
 

The challenges faced in 
today’s publication process 
and the possible solutions 



WHAT IS F1000 RESEARCH? 

An Open Research 
publishing platform for life 
scientists where a range of 

research outputs can be 
published 

https://f1000research.com/ 

https://f1000research.com/


‘PUBLISH OR PERISH’ 

Increasing pressure to 
publish… 

A large 
volume of 

work Ground-
breaking/high 
interest work 

Work in 
high impact 

journals  

Pressure from 
universities  

Securing 
promotions/tenure 

Securing funding 

Securing next 
post/progressing in 

career 



SPEED 
- Operating on a scale often from 6 months to a year   
- Journal shopping 
- Opaque process 

 Immediate publication 
 Post publication peer review 
 Transparency 



OVEREMPHASIS ON TRADITIONAL RESEARCH 
ARTICLES 

Method Articles Study Protocols Software Tools Systematic Reviews Data Notes 

Research Notes Antibody 
validation articles 

Opinion Articles Case Reports Registered Reports 



RESEARCHER EVALUATION 

- Impact factor 
- Journals acting as gatekeepers 

 No Impact Factor, supporting DORA   
 Facilitators  
 Credit for all outputs- data on behaviours/contributions 
 Credit for reviewers 



EDITORIAL AND PUBLICATION 
BIAS 

- Difficult to publish negative results, replications 
- Anonymous reviewing can introduce bias 

 No Editorial bias, authors deciding what is valid to publish 
 Open peer review 



LACK OF TRANSPARENCY 

- Journals lack of/weak data policies  
- Replication crisis 
- Rise of predatory journals 
 

 Open data as a prepublication requirement- FAIR 
 Reproducibility 
 Open, named peer review 

Why open peer 
review? 

-Avoiding Bias 
-Useful info 

-Credit for refs 
-Better written 



HOW DOES IT WORK? 

Peer review-approved papers will be deposited in PMC and 
indexed in PubMed 

Editorial team- 
All staff editors are trained to check 

for adherence to publication and 
research ethics, as well as data 

sharing policies (including licences) 

Pre-publication team 

Production team 

Peer review team 







Reviewer name 
and affiliation 

Reviewer status 
for paper 

Reviewer report 

Author response  





HOW IS IT GOING? 



The level of importance of factors that were influential to authors when deciding to publish with 
F1000Research (296 respondents) 

Adapted from Figure 2: Kirkham J and Moher D. Who and why do researchers opt to publish 
in post-publication peer review platforms? - findings from a review and survey of F1000 
Research [version 1]. F1000Research 2018, 7:920 (doi: 10.12688/f1000research.15436.1). 
Referees: 2 approved, 1 approved with reservations (Status on 19th September 2018) 

Présentateur
Commentaires de présentation

Figure 2. The level of importance of factors that were influential to authors when deciding to publish with F1000 Research.�
Kirkham J and Moher D. Who and why do researchers opt to publish in post-publication peer review platforms? - findings from a review and survey of F1000 Research [version 1]. F1000Research 2018, 7:920 (doi: 10.12688/f1000research.15436.1)



LONG TERM VISION 
 
Main Challenges: 
 
• Speed 
• No flexibility for different article types 
• Researcher evaluation 
• Editorial and publication bias 
• Lack of transparency 

 

FUNDERS 
RESEARCH 

INSTITUTIONS 

PUBLISHERS 



NOT ALL DOOM AND GLOOM! 



QUESTIONS? 

vicky.hellon@f1000.com 
@vickyhellon 
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