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Hi, I’m Daniela 

● Neuroscientist 

● Mozillian 

● PREreview Co-founder and 
Executive Director 

● Wife and mom of 2 



Hi, I’m Roseline 
 
● PREreview Champion 2025  

● Founder of the Review and Curate Network (RCN) 

● Club lead for the RCN PREreview Club 



Overview 

● What is Open Science? What is Open Access?  

● What are Preprints? Benefits and challenges.  

● Where can one find and submit preprints? 

● What is Open Preprint Review?  

● About PREreview and the Review and Curate Network and how to engage. 



Please be ready to use Mentimeter to interact with us throughout the 
presentation when prompted by facilitators.  

If using Mentimeter is not an option for you, please feel free to type in the 
Zoom chat. 

https://www.menti.com/alheo8635fx4 

https://www.menti.com/alheo8635fx4


When, where, and how do we share our research? 

Why do we share our research?

Isaac Newton's letter to Dr. 
William Briggs, June 20th 1682 

CC BY-SA 3.0 

Oral Traditions* & Letters  
(Ancient Times–1600s) 

Digital & Open Science 
(1990s–Present) 

"Seated Woman with 
Blog, after Picasso" by 

Mike Licht, 
NotionsCapital.com is 

licensed under CC BY 2.0.  

Scientific Societies & Journals 
(1600s–1800s) 

Title page to volume 1 of 
Philosophical Transactions 

Source: Philosophical 
Transactions 

Print & Institutionalization 
(1800s–1900s) 

Royalty free image modified 
from: 

https://www.pickpik.com/magazi
nes-journals-reading-stack-docu

ment-business-130212 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0
https://www.flickr.com/photos/9106303@N05/4928338208
https://www.flickr.com/photos/9106303@N05/4928338208
https://www.flickr.com/photos/9106303@N05
https://www.flickr.com/photos/9106303@N05
https://www.flickr.com/photos/9106303@N05
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0/?ref=openverse
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Philosophical_Transactions_Volume_1_frontispiece.jpg
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Philosophical_Transactions_Volume_1_frontispiece.jpg
https://www.pickpik.com/magazines-journals-reading-stack-document-business-130212
https://www.pickpik.com/magazines-journals-reading-stack-document-business-130212
https://www.pickpik.com/magazines-journals-reading-stack-document-business-130212


Multiple ways of 
knowing 

In recent years, many scholars have 
become aware of the large body of 
information known as Traditional 
Knowledge (TK), Indigenous Knowledge 
(IK), or Traditional Ecological Knowledge 
(TEK), amongst other terms. These 
knowledge systems, developed over 
countless generations, are based on 
individual and collectively learned 
experiences and explanations of the 
world, verified by elders, and conveyed 
and guided experiential learning, and by 
oral traditions and other means of record 
keeping. 
 
—George Nicholas After Thousands of Years, Western 
Science Is Slowly Catching Up to Indigenous Knowledge; 
emphasis added 

https://www.yesmagazine.org/people-power/after-thousands-of-years-western-science-is-slowly-catching-up-to-indigenous-knowledge-20180226
https://www.yesmagazine.org/people-power/after-thousands-of-years-western-science-is-slowly-catching-up-to-indigenous-knowledge-20180226


Reflecting on the why 

Why do you want to share your research? What motivates you to 
share knowledge? 

https://www.menti.com/alheo8635fx4 
Or go to Menti.com and type this code 3251 5951 

https://www.menti.com/alheo8635fx4
https://www.menti.com/alheo8635fx4


The research “cycle” 

Module 5, Lesson 4 of NASA TOPS Open Science 101, 2023-12-06 (v 1.0.0) - CC BY 4.0  
Zenodo 10.5281/zenodo.10161527 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en
https://zenodo.org/records/10161527


Module 5, Lesson 4 of NASA TOPS Open Science 101, 2023-12-06 (v 1.0.0) - CC BY 4.0  
Zenodo 10.5281/zenodo.10161527 

The research “cycle” 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en
https://zenodo.org/records/10161527


By UNESCO.org - Understanding open science (p:6) following UNESCO Recommendation on Open Science. CC BY-SA 4.0, 
https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=130456946 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=130456946


What is  

By open access to this literature, we mean its 
free availability on the public internet, 
permitting any users to read, download, copy, 
distribu te, print, search, or link to the full texts of 
these articles, crawl them for indexing, pass 
them as data to software, or use them for any 
other lawful purpose, without financial, legal, or 
technical barriers other than those inseparable 
from gaining access to the internet itself. The 
only constraint on reproduction and distribution, 
and the only role for copyright in this domain, 
should be to give authors control over the 
integrity of their work and the right to be 
properly acknowledged and cited. 

—Budapest Open Access Initiative Declaration, 
2002; emphasis added 

https://open-access.network/en/information/open-access-primers/what-does-open-access-mean#c7174
https://open-access.network/en/information/open-access-primers/what-does-open-access-mean#c7174


What is  

The Berlin Declaration on Open Access to 
Knowledge in the Sciences and Humanities 
requires that, to qualify as open access, a 
contribution must not only be usable free of 
charge, but also users must be permitted "to 
copy, use, distribute, transmit and display the 
work publicly and to make and distribute 
derivative works in any digital medium for any 
responsible purpose, subject to proper 
attribution.”  
 
—Berlin Declaration on Open Access to 
Knowledge in the Sciences and Humanities, 
2003; emphasis added 

https://open-access.network/en/information/glossary#c6191
https://open-access.network/en/information/glossary#c6191
https://open-access.network/en/information/open-access-primers/what-does-open-access-mean#c7174
https://open-access.network/en/information/open-access-primers/what-does-open-access-mean#c7174
https://open-access.network/en/information/open-access-primers/what-does-open-access-mean#c7174
https://open-access.network/en/information/open-access-primers/what-does-open-access-mean#c7174


Open Access is implemented in different ways 

Source: https://bibliotecadigitale.cab.unipd.it/en/digital-library/about-publishing/open-access 

https://bibliotecadigitale.cab.unipd.it/en/digital-library/about-publishing/open-access


Open Access is implemented in different ways 

Source: https://bibliotecadigitale.cab.unipd.it/en/digital-library/about-publishing/open-access 

https://bibliotecadigitale.cab.unipd.it/en/digital-library/about-publishing/open-access


Useful Tools to detect Open Access policy in journals 

● The Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ) is a website that hosts a 
community-curated list of open access journals 

● Via the Open Policy Finder (formerly SHERPA/RoMEO and SHERPA/Juliet) anyone can 
access information on self-archiving policies of publishers, journals, and funders 

● ShareYourPapers (OA.Works) is a tool with which authors can check which versions of 
their document can be shared open access 

● Unpaywall, Dissemin (shutting down on Jan 1, 2025) and Open Access Button tools to 
help authors and readers find Green Open Access routes/contents available in 
preprint, postprint, and institutional servers 

● The Journal Checker Tool is a tool provided by Plan S to verify journals against the 
open requirements requested by funders 

https://doaj.org
https://openpolicyfinder.jisc.ac.uk
https://shareyourpaper.org/
https://oa.works/
https://unpaywall.org/
https://dissem.in/
https://openaccessbutton.org/
https://journalcheckertool.org/
https://www.coalition-s.org/


https://doaj.org  

Is the journal I want to publish Open Access? 

https://doaj.org


Learning about Open Access Policy specific to a journal 

● Navigate to the DOAJ website. 

● Type in the name of one of the following journals in the search box, and then click on 
the yellow "SEARCH" button. 

○ Pan-African Journal of Health and Environmental Science 
(https://doaj.org/toc/2789-620X)  

○ Global Bioethics (https://doaj.org/toc/1591-7398) 
○ South African Journal of Bioethics and Law (https://doaj.org/toc/1999-7639)  

● The search results may show more than one match. Select the desired journal within 
the search results by clicking on the journal name. What do you notice? 

**We are not doing this today but this is something you can try on your own** 

https://doaj.org/
https://doaj.org/toc/2789-620X
https://doaj.org/toc/1591-7398
https://doaj.org/toc/1999-7639


A preprint is a scientific manuscript that is 
uploaded by the authors to a public 
server. The preprint contains data and 
methods, but has not yet undergone 
journal-organized peer review. 
 
—Modified from ASAPbio Preprint FAQ section  

What is a 
Preprint? 

https://asapbio.org/preprint-info/preprint-faq#qaef-637


Who has read a preprint? 🖐 



Preprints vs. traditional journal publication 

Emojis by Mozilla (CC BY 4.0)  

Journal 1 Journal 2 Journal 3

Private

Public

Peer Review

Submit

Revise
Manuscript

Peer reviewed 
paper

Months to 
years

Revise

<48 hrs 
screening 
process

Preprint server

Slide modified from original by Jessica Polka, ASAPbio (CC BY 4.0) 

https://github.com/mozilla/fxemoji


Who has read a preprint? 🖐 

Who has published a preprint? 🖐 



Benefits  Common concerns 

Free to publish and free to read 

Greater visibility and reach of the work 

Increased citations  
(permanent citable, versionable records) 

Opportunity for early feedback 

Claim priority on their work  
(aka scoop protection) 

Proof of productivity 

Fear of being scooped 

Incompatibility with journal policy 

Lack of peer review 

Low reliability and credibility 

It takes too long 

Ni, R., & Waltman, L. (2024). To preprint or not to preprint: A 
global researcher survey.  
Journal of the Association for Information Science and 
Technology, 75(6), 749–766. https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880 

https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880


Attitudes towards benefits of posting preprints 

Ni, R., & Waltman, L. (2024). To preprint or not to preprint: A global researcher survey. Journal of 
the Association for Information Science and Technology, 75(6), 749–766. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880 Global survey of attitudes towards preprints (n=3506) 

https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880
https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880


What do you see as the main benefits  
of posting preprints? 

 
Answer with one word at the time on Menti (we are making a word cloud)  

or use the Zoom chat to answer 



Attitudes towards concerns of posting preprints 

Ni, R., & Waltman, L. (2024). To preprint or not to preprint: A global researcher survey. Journal of 
the Association for Information Science and Technology, 75(6), 749–766. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880 Global survey of attitudes towards preprints (n=3506) 

https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880
https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880


What do you see as the main concerns  
of posting preprints? 

 
Answer with one word at the time on Menti (we are making a word cloud)  

or use the Zoom chat to answer 



Familiarity with preprinting 

Ni, R., & Waltman, L. (2024). To preprint or not to preprint: A global researcher survey. Journal of 
the Association for Information Science and Technology, 75(6), 749–766. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880 Global survey of attitudes towards preprints (n=3506) 

https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880
https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.24880


Finding a preprint server that that best suits your needs 
● There are 50+ preprint servers available  

○ Some only accept full manuscripts, others take different types of outputs and/or 
postprints (papers accepted for publication at a journal) 

○ Server characteristics are cataloged in the ASAPbio Preprint Server Directory 
● General-purpose repositories: Zenodo, Figshare 
● Consider visibility, funder recommendations, and features like preservation & indexing  

http://asapbio.org/preprint-servers


✓ Check journal policies on when and 
where preprints may be posted 

○ Open Journal Policy Finder 

○ Journal website 

Finding the preprint server that works for you 

Licensing diagram – v2019-08-04 
https://asapbio.org/licensing-faq - CC BY 4.0 

✓ Choose a licence 

✓ Check out the ASAPbio 
Preprint Resource Center 
for more guidance around 
what preprints are, how to 
post them, and more.  

https://openpolicyfinder.jisc.ac.uk/
https://asapbio.org/licensing-faq
https://asapbio.org/focus-areas/preprints/preprint-resource-center/
https://asapbio.org/focus-areas/preprints/preprint-resource-center/


Growing number of preprints published every year 

Source: Sciety website https://sciety.org/about 

Preprint adoption 
varies across scientific 
disciplines and 
geographical regions. 
 
Rzayeva, N., Pinfield, S., & 
Waltman, L. (2025, April 30). 
Adoption of Preprinting Across 
Scientific Disciplines and 
Geographical Regions  
(1991-2023). 
https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/x
dwc4_v2 

https://sciety.org/about
https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/xdwc4_v2
https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/xdwc4_v2


Preprint adoption across geographical regions... 

Rzayeva, N., Pinfield, S., & Waltman, L. (2025, April 30). Adoption of Preprinting Across 
Scientific Disciplines and Geographical Regions  (1991-2023). 
https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/xdwc4_v2  

https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/xdwc4_v2


Preprint adoption across geographical regions and discipline 

Rzayeva, N., Pinfield, S., & Waltman, L. (2025, April 30). Adoption of Preprinting Across Scientific Disciplines and 
Geographical Regions  (1991-2023). https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/xdwc4_v2  

https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/xdwc4_v2


The Gates Foundation 2025 Open Access Policy Refresh 

Making research publicly 
available on submission to  
a journal (before any peer 
review), while ensuring 
authors retain their 
intellectual property rights 
 

Dismantling inequities 
caused by APCs, which 
makes Open Access 
publishing an option only  
for the most well-funded, 
well-connected researchers 

 

Fostering an Open Access 
publishing ecosystem that 
shows promise for equity in 
scholarly publishing, by 
channeling funding into 
new technology and 
systems that ease the 
compliance burden to 
grantees 
 

Require preprint 
posting  
 

Discontinue support 
for Article Processing 
Charges (APCs) 
 

Support new Open 
Access business 
models and 
infrastructure 
 

Modified from presentation by Ashley Farley, CSE 2024 Meeting 

https://www.csescienceeditor.org/article/a-community-based-and-scholar-led-open-research-system


More and more funders are recognizing the value of preprints 

https://asapbio.org/preprint-policy-framework   

and more… 

https://asapbio.org/preprint-policy-framework


Emojis by Mozilla (CC BY 4.0)

Journal 1 Journal 2 Journal 3

Private

Public

Peer Review

Submit

Revise
Manuscript

Peer reviewed 
paper 

Months to 
years 

<48 hrs 
screening 
process 

Revise

Preprints pave the way for community feedback 

Preprint server 

Slide modified from original by Jessica Polka, ASAPbio (CC BY 4.0)

Constructive community feedback, 
ideas, discussion 

https://github.com/mozilla/fxemoji


Preprint review adoption is also growing 



Who has read a preprint? 🖐 

Who has published a preprint? 🖐 

Who has reviewed/commented on a preprint? 🖐 



Preprint peer review platforms 

Social media 
posts

Minimalist or 
freeform 

Journal-like 

Comments on 
preprint servers

Preprint 
feedback 
initiatives 

Over 35 platforms reviewing preprints 

Modified with permission from ASAPbio slide 



https://twitter.com/digitalsci/status/781860071831642113  

What is Peer Review? 
Peer review is the evaluation of work by one or 
more people with similar competencies as the 
producers of the work. It functions as a form of 
self-regulation by qualified members of a 
profession within the relevant field.  

—Wikipedia 

https://twitter.com/digitalsci/status/781860071831642113


Who are the “experts”? Mostly male, mostly North American 

๏ “Gatekeeper” = Senior Editors, 
Reviewing Editors, and peer 
reviewers (~8,000 total) at elife 
2012-2017 

๏ 75% of gatekeepers were men 

๏ 60% of gatekeepers were from 
North America, 32% from 
Europe, 5.7% from Asia, <2% 
from South America, Oceania, 
and Africa. 

Murray et al., 2019 (bioRxiv) https://doi.org/10.1101/400515 

https://doi.org/10.1101/400515


Who are acknowledged as “experts”? Not ECRs 

๏ Survey responses 498 over a 
month-long data collection period in 
September, 2018 

๏ About half of the respondents (64% 
Post-docs) had never done an 
independent review 

๏ But… 

Gary S McDowell et al., 2019 (eLife) https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.48425  

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.48425


๏ Survey responses 498 over a 
month-long data collection period in 
September, 2018 

๏ About half of the respondents (64% 
Post-docs) had never done an 
independent review 

๏ But… more experienced reviewing as 
co-reviewers, activity that was rarely 
recognized (“ghostwriting”) 

Who are acknowledged as “experts”? Not ECRs 

Gary S McDowell et al., 2019 (eLife) https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.48425  

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.48425


 
At PREreview we envision a world 

where knowledge flows freely and 
equitably, unbound by systemic 

barriers or entrenched hierarchies.  

We envision a future where scholarly 
ecosystems center collective care, 

fairness, and innovation—rooted in the 
belief that true progress emerges 
from the margins and flourishes 

through community. 



PREreview is a preprint review platform, a resource center, a 
convener 

Peer review training 
programs to train 

researchers and experts on 
constructive, 

socially-conscious 
peer-review practices  

Open platform where 
anyone with an ORCID iD 

can share open, constructive 
feedback to preprints and be 

recognized for their 
contributions 

Community engagement 
with experts around via 

collaborative Live Reviews of 
preprints, PREreview Clubs, 
and an annual Champions 

Program.  

prereview.org 

https://prereview.org


Open Reviewers training and resources 

PREreview 
Champions 2025 

prereview.org/resources 

https://prereview.org/resources
https://prereview.org/resources


Collaborative and interactive peer review 



Interoperable preprint review platform 

30+ preprint  
servers 



Fostering Openness in Science with the Review and Curate 
Network (RCN) 

● The traditional means of publication and communication of science (journal publication, 
conferences, symposiums, and dissemination meetings) were initially introduced in the UK 
and France and have been embraced widely, however, not evenly, across the world.  

● In 2018, global North countries produced an average of >35,000 scientific and technical 
journal articles per country while global South countries produced an average of 9700, or 
4000 if China and India are excluded (World Bank, 2020). 

● Global South researchers (excluding China and India) author less than 2% of the top 1% 
most-cited articles globally. 

Source: Albanna, B., Handl, J. & Heeks, R. Publication outperformance among global South researchers: An analysis of individual-level and 
publication-level predictors of positive deviance. Scientometrics 126, 8375–8431 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-021-04128-1 

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11192-021-04128-1#ref-CR89
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-021-04128-1


Unrepresentative gatekeeping leads to unrepresentative 
publishing  

Global map scaled for publications by Juan Pablo Alperin (Simon Fraser University) and Rodrigo Costas (Centre for Science and 
Technology Studies) as part of a larger research collaboration to study the production and readership by countries, and over time. 
Data about publications by country was sourced from Scopus in 2017.



Fostering Openness in Science with the Review and Curate 
Network (RCN) 

๏ Factors leading to these disparities include:  

○ Limited diamond Open Access journals in Africa 

○ A lack of skills in Open Science and Science communication skills among African 
researchers.  

○ The skew of international journal publication towards English. 

○ Biases against Southern researchers in terms of receiving research grants and by 
reviewers of traditional journals rejecting papers from institutions in the Global 
South. 

 



RCN’s Model for Resilient and Inclusive Research Communication 

● The Review and Curate Network was created to help speed up sound and open 
scientific communication in the Global South through open peer review, collaboration, 
webinar series, open science training among others.  

● RCN was created in April 2024 through a community seed grant provided by non-profit 
organization ASAPbio.  

● RNC aims to contribute to narrowing the scientific communication gap in the Global 
South through the use of a combination of platforms such as PREreview and the AFRI 
repository.  

https://asapbio.org/


How it works: The Open Model  

RCN works with preprint 
repositories such as 
AfricArXiv to identify 

preprints to be reviewed. 

Participants evaluate and 
comment on preprints 

collaboratively using an 
open digital platform. 

Review outputs are published 
on PREreview and Sciety, 

ensuring discoverability and 
recognition.



The published review is discoverable and creditable 

Review Authors 
have the option to 
sign the review 
with their public 
ORCID profile or 
their unique 
PREreview 
pseudonym

The reviews are 
assigned a CC BY 
4.0 License 
retained by the 
Review Authors 
and a DOI via 
DataCite

Reviews are 
added to the 
PREreview Club 
page



39+ PREreview Clubs 



Let’s post a “test preprint review” together 

1. In your browser navigate to https://sandbox.prereview.org 

2. Click on the big red button that says  

3. Paste the doi or the url of the preprint you want to review (e.g., 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.07.30.25332426) 

4. Verify that it’s the right preprint you want to review by checking the title and the 
abstract, then click 

5. Sign in with your ORCID. If you don’t have an ORCID record, let’s make one here 
https://orcid.org/register  

6. Choose how you’d like to write your review and click  

https://sandbox.prereview.org
https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.07.30.25332426
https://orcid.org/register


Let’s post a “test preprint review” together 

7. If we selected the option “I’ve already written the review”, then we’ll see that we            
ask to declare the use of genAI to come up with the review. Click “no” for this test. 

8. Paste the review in the text box and check formatting. We’ll simply write “test”. 

9. Then you have the option to sign your review with your public name linked to your 
ORCID record or your PREreview unique pseudonym.  

10. Did we review this preprint together or alone? Let’s press alone for this test. 

11. Then we ask about competing interests. Let’s declare none for this test. 

12. We need to read and agree to the PREreview Code of Conduct 

13. Check everything looks good and click  

https://prereview.org/en-us/code-of-conduct


PREreview Demo  
bit.ly/PREreview-workflow-demo 

http://bit.ly/PREreview-workflow-demo
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bY61H5KEvMo


What can you as an expert do to engage preprint review?  
★ Create an account on PREreview.org, using your ORCID iD, and fill in your profile 

★ Visit your "My Details" page and click on "Connect ORCID profile." to allow PREreview.org 
to share your public review activity with ORCID 

★ Start reviewing! Choose between copy/pasting in your review, filling out a basic template, 
or following our Structured Review prompts 

★ Wanna review together? Join the Review and Curate Network Club or start your own 
(prereview.org/clubs) 

★ Look into PREreview Open Reviewers training for your organization or join our next 
community workshop (prereview.org/trainings)  

★ Try out the review publishing and request workflow without actually publishing anything via 
our Sandbox (https://sandbox.prereview.org)  

https://prereview.org/
https://prereview.org/clubs/review-curate-network
https://prereview.org/clubs
https://prereview.org/trainings
https://sandbox.prereview.org


Coming soon… dataset review on PREreview.org 



Join us! 

bit.ly/PREreview-Slack bit.ly/PREreview-newsletter https://bit.ly/RCN-WhatsApp 

https://bit.ly/PREreview-Slack
https://bit.ly/PREreview-newsletter
https://bit.ly/RCN-WhatsApp


Thank you! 
daniela@prereview.org 

dineroselinedzekem@gmail.com  

mailto:daniela@prereview.org
mailto:dineroselinedzekem@gmail.com

