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Perché siamo gui

GRAZIE PER UATTENZIONE, PER OGGI
ABBIAMO FINITO...

..RICORDANDOCI CHE IN HORIZON EUROPE
OPEN SCIENCE, DATI FAIR E CO-CREATION RIENTRANO NELLA

VEDREMO
 OPEN SCIENCE , COS’E E PERCHE SERVE (OVVERO, LE LEZIONI DEL COVID)
« IL CONTESTO EUROPEO E INTERNAZIONALE: OPEN SCIENCE, DATI FAIR E EOSC
e LA CITIZEN SCIENCE IN HORIZON EUROPE
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https://digitalscience.figshare.com/articles/report/The_State_of_Open_Data_2021/17061347
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“| chose to study science because | wanted to publish in Nature,” said no undergraduate student ever.

Yet it only takes a few years of working in science before most researchers will be preoccupied with scholarly
journal brands—some to the point of obsession. The quest for a coveted spot in a highly selective journal,

still the hardest currency of career progress, forces researchers to make compromises with their ideals of

11 JAN 2022
How to reclaim ownership of
scholarly publishing jan 11,2022

By Bjorn Brem Isonne and Toma Susi Share n u m E

scientific practice.


https://www.researchprofessionalnews.com/rr-news-europe-views-of-europe-2022-1-how-to-reclaim-ownership-of-scholarly-publishing/

The Value of RDA for COVID-19 RDRA
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SINTESI FINALE )13 July 2020 [([@J16426reads EiFacebook £ Twitter
SOTTO FORMA DI | i |
Under public health emergencies, and particularly the COVID19

ART|COLO) pandemic, itis

an accurate manner.
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Open Science € una necessita, non

una noia burocratica tps://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-0

sceived CON IL SISTEMA TRADIZIONALE

AVREMMO VISTO | PRIMI
ARTICOU oF VA
Raohiasl i online: 20 Apr|12022 BENE A DICEMBRE 2020

@raphavisses (9-18 MESI TEMPI MEDI DI PUBBLICAZIONE)

#0OSEC2022 @BoukacemZeg F "l

(applauded by @stephen_curry) concludes her talk

with a quote from a young research who left science LA PANDEMIA CI RICORDA CHE LO
saying "GAME OVER: The pandemic is a life-size
experiment that reminded us that the ultimate goal is ~NON SONO | NUMERI O IL

NOSTRO EGO

to advance knowledge, not egos, not numbers"

Feb. 4 2022
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https://twitter.com/raphavisses/status/1489632395238256645?s=20&t=D4H4GuGiLI4zdVSvAQrHPw
https://www.techeconomy2030.it/2020/03/23/open-science-e-una-necessita-non-una-noia-burocratica/
https://www.rd-alliance.org/value-rda-covid-19-0
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FOCUS SOLO suL PRODOTTO FNALE
(ARTICOLO SU RIVISTA «PRESTIGIOSA») g
PER RAGIONI DI VALUTAZIONE 4

PAGHIAMO (IN REGIME DI

% ABBONAMENTO — NON IN OPEN ACCESS
A PAGAMENTO) 3800/5000 $ PER
ARTICOLO — ESCLUDENDO DALLA

LETTURA CHI NON HA ABBONAMENTO

e ‘
PAGHIAMO OGNI ANNO 10 I\/IILIARDI IN

ABBONAMENTI A RIVISTE — PER CHIUDERE UN
\ CONTENUTO PER IL QUALE NON VENITE PAGATI
"' (AUTORI E REVISORI), CHE E STATO CREATO CON

)

Retraction

‘ FONDIPUBBLICI . E 43% DI RITRATTAZIONI PER (RIS
AL TR FRODE, CON UNA DIRETTA
..ARRIVIAMO AD AVERE FINO AL CORRELAZIONE

70% DI STUDI NON

RIPRODUCIBILI
b R R, R S, ot T

#RITRATTAZIONI/JOURNAL
IMPACT FACTOR

PERCHE

E S| FA__ S

DI TUTTO PUR DI PUBBLICARE... /B & i

| «GAME THE SYSTEM» Eza A
- AV i B 1 METRICS

€



https://mitpress.mit.edu/books/gaming-metrics
http://iai.asm.org/content/79/10/3855.full

* VALORIZZARE LA
CONDIVISIONE
CONSIDERARE TUTTI |
RISULTATI (INCLUSO | DATI)

..l CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE
STANNO CAMBIANDO
[ANVUR HA FIRMATO]

| believe in a research culture that
recognises a diversity of contributions to
science and society; that celebrates high
quality and impactful research; and that
values sharing, collaboration, integrity
and engagement with society,
transmitting knowledge from generation
to generation.

Mariya Gabriel

Diversity, inclusiveness and collaboration Agreement

i e
“

Q- COARA

Recognise the diversity of research activities and practices, with a diversity of outputs, and
reward early sharing and open collaboration. Consider tasks like peer review, training,
mentoring and supervision of Ph.D candidates, leadership roles, and, as appropriate, science
communication and interaction with society, entrepreneurship, knowledge valorisation, and
industry-academia cooperation. Consider also the full range of research outputs, such as

scientific publications, data, software, models, methods, theories, algorithms, protocols,
workflows, exhibitions, strategies, policy contributions, etc., and reward research behaviour
underinnin gpen science ractices such as early knowledge m
collaboration within science and collaboration with societal actors where appropriate.
Recognise that researchers should not excel in all types of tasks and provide for a framework
that allows researchers to contribute to the definition of their research goals and aspirations.

* x o

A N B, W FIRMARE! !

Coalition 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
1ssessment primarily on qualitative judgement, for which peer review is

https://coara.eu central, supported by responsible use of quantitative indicators.


https://coara.eu/
https://coara.eu/app/uploads/2022/09/2022_07_19_rra_agreement_final.pdf

.. per questo serv hen Science

FOCUS SULLINTERO

OPEN PROCESSO, NON SOLO

SCIENCE#OPEN ~ SULLA SINTESI FINALE
ACCESS = (ARTICOLO)

Open
Educational
Resources

{' OPEN
4 SCIENCE

|

Citizen
Science

UNESCO


https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/open_science_brochure_en.pdf
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LA PERCEZIONE IN ITALIA:

NOT PEER-REVIEWED

Ten myths around open scholarly

publishing
== “

10 Myths around Open Scholarly Publishing
March 11, 2019

Myth 1
Preprints will get your
‘ research ‘scooped’

Preprints typically provide a
time-stamp and a DOI, therefore
establishing priority of discovery

Myth 2
N JIF and journal branding are
\‘ measures of quality for researchers

The JIF is a flawed metrics that was
never meant to be used for evaluation
of research and researchers

Myth 3
. Approval by peer review proves

that you can trust a research article | |

The current peer review system is
prone to a number of flaws including
corruption, human bias and
ghostwriting

I Myth4
" Without journal peer review, the

____quality of science suffers

Researchers are more than
responsible and competent enough to
ensure their own quality control as
part of intrinsic scientific integrity

Myth 5
Open Access has created

\» predatory publishers

Predatory journals have been around
for a long time before the recent push
towards Open Access publishing

-OPEN SCIENCE=0OPEN ACCESS
- OPEN ACCESS=S0OLO RIVISTE

- S| PAGA SEMPRE PER PUBBLICARE

- EDITORI PREDATORI

Myth 6

‘ ‘ Copyright transfer is required to

___publish and protect authors

Copyright transfer procedures do not
protect authors nor contribute to the
advancement of scientific progress

Myth 7
Gold Open Access is synonymous
with the APC business model

Most DOAJ-indexed journals do not
have APCs and are funded from
other sources, such as research
institutes and grants I -

Myth 8 3
‘ ‘ Embargo periods on ‘green’ OA are )
needed to sustain publishers

Traditional journals can peacefully
coexist with zero-embargo
self-archiving policies on author
manuscripts

Myth 9
Web of Science and Scopus are
__global databases of knowledge

Neither represent the sum of current

global research knowledge including

Africa, Latin America and Southeast
Asia

Myth 10

Publishers add no value to the
|_scholarly communication process |

Publishers are responsible for quite
some key functions, from peer-review
management to production and

archiving of final version articles



https://openscience.unige.it/calendario_avvento
https://peerj.com/preprints/27580/

& Of increasing cooperation and transparency in all research stages. This is achieved, among

other ways, by sharing research data, publications, tools and results as early and open as

4 RICORDIAMOCI Open Science leads to more robust scientific results, to more efficient research and (faster)

;:_ CHE STIAMO : access to scientific results for everyone. This results in turn in greater societal and
:;k' PARI—AN DO Dl , economic impact. https://www.accelerateopenscience.nl/what-is-open-science,
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https://doi.org/10.32388/838962
https://www.accelerateopenscience.nl/what-is-open-science/

* Align top down and bottom-up initiatives.

* Beinclusive and engage (better) with bottom up initiatives like the Open
Science, research software engineers and data stewards communities.

° Address the main barriers for researchers (time, effort and financial costs, data
protection and legal restrictions; lack of recognition).

* Astronger focus on Open Science activities before and during a research

FOCUS SUL PRIMA E DURANTE project (creating knowledge) instead of (mainly) after (circulating
( ) knowledge).

INVECE CHE SUL DOPO 2 * Develop expertise (and capacity) in multiple disciplines (team science).

( ® Design research workflows and integrate local, national and international
services in these workflows.

e Collaborate with Local Data Competence Centre, Thematic Data Competence
2 S —— Centre and EOSC.
2N . Laurents Sesink, SURF
*—;‘a\ '] e Stimulate FAIR by design. Al
Vv ;( ' W ‘ & . ’— ’

2 & Y |
‘:’a.\> s_% %
- - -

. )

4 '
.

[ 1
N A




* aggiungendo misure di impatto alternative, es. altmetrics () O O
* comunicando sui social media, es. Twitter

* condividendo poster e presentazioni, es. su FigShare ,
A . '+ utilizzando licenze aperte, es. Creative Commons BY D)
& a5 » depositando in archivi o pubblicando su riviste Open PAY
ss'*, '*b‘-*\ > * provando la open peer review, es. PubPeer o F1000 S
Y 4 *» condividendo preprints, su OSFpreprint, arXiv o biorXiv £5 ] b'oRxV
G con formati leggibili dalle macchine, es. Jupyter o CoCalc = O
@ * con la scrittura collaborativa, es. Overleaf o Authorea 3
& *+ condividendo protocolli e workflow, es. su Protocols.io |l
» condividendo note di laboratorio, es. OpenLabNotebook ()

S + condividendo software, es. su GitHub con licenza GNU/MIT @
© * condividendo i dati, es. su Dryad, Zenodo o Dataverse ~
pre-registrando esperimenti, es. OSFregistry o AsPredicte- 2
commentando pagine web, es. su Hypothes.is o Pund.it
usando bibliografie condivise, es. su Zotero
condividendo progetti di ricerca, es. su RIO Journal B

Au

E&ancox ramer & Jeroen Bosman h! //101innovations.wordpress.com DOI: 81/zenodo

».1147025

[FINO AL 2020] SI PUO FARE SEI\/IPREI | CRITERI ATTUALI
DI VALUTAZIONE. NESSUNO VE LO VIETA!

Traduzione: Elena Giglia [{&) ﬂ DOI: 10.5281/zen0do.1195648

OPEN SCIENCE NON RICHIEDE TANTO TEMPO (ANCHE PERCHE,
QUANTI ARTICOLI/ANNO??? 10? PER 10 VOLTE SU 365 GIORNI...)
DAL 2021: 11 SE NO NIENTE FONDI EU



https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1195647
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e NON «OPEN»
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CON UN DATA
MANAGEMENT PLAN

ILTUTTO, MACHINE READABLE
Come scrivere un DMP 5 Yy T ,


https://www.nature.com/articles/sdata201618
https://www.icdi.it/it/news/197-come-scrivere-un-dmp
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Open Leadership: Community Design for
Academia, industry Inclusivity

and beyond!

COMMUNITY CANALI INFORMAZIONI

InUniTO Come Cos'e utile Perché é importante Editori e Politiche Open Access (EPOcA) Eventi Corsi e formaziont
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https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6402623
https://open-science.it/
https://www.oa.unito.it/new/
https://www.icdi.it/it/attivita/tf-cc/open-science-cafe
https://www.youtube.com/c/openlifesci
https://the-turing-way.netlify.app/welcome
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7716152
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UNESCO Recommendation
on Open Science



https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000379949.locale=en

open science

ORION
INSPIRING
STORIES

Ideas & examples

Co-creation menu

What is Co-creation?

Co-creation has been defined as “purposeful action

of associating with strategic customers, partners

or employees to ideate, problem solve, improve

performance, or create a new product, service or

business”. In essence, co-creation experiences are a

way in which to connect multiple stakeholders, bringing

them together to di their i and values

and using these opportunities to discuss, develop and

implement projects or ideas to achieve new, inclusive,

forward-thinking research strategies. As a result, co-

creation oxperioncos allow high-quality interactions

and unique expemmces, with those nrwolved becoming
cted, il d and

ch (CBPR)
Participatory Action Research (PAR)
=5 4 Crowd Wise
2
Demand Driven Research in Curriculum
Focus Groups
Open Space Technology
Perspective Warkshop

Public Dialogue

Public Participation in Developing an Common Framework for
the Assessment and M, ent of Sustainable Innovation

User committee /
Valorisation panels

Consensus Conference

Future Search
Conference

Online Forums

Deliberative Pollina

lan and propare fo

To provide a
about societal iss

embers in all stages
g and doing the researc

To engage citizens in a practical and ranshor

of their living conditions and everyday p
To encourage

To place research projects for {

To determine the preferances of|

Palicy formulation, Programme development, P

To explore possible myth
forward guidelines on a given

To gather social intelligence ta inform policy,

To develop priot

To invelve users
farmal manitoring and steeri

Ta enrich and expand & d

To encourage participants to th

To provide some form |

P

_E_

Citizers Hoaring

To inform and creste dacussion amang ctizens

To find out the Gitizens” attitudes sbout political pricrities

Co-creation experiences seek to engage multiple
stakeholders at all points of the research lifecycle,
from conception of a novel research project, through
funding selection and resourcing, to dissemination

of research findings and use of those findings within
society, which in turn informs future funding calls.

In this way, the hopes, concerns and aspirations of

the end users of research, the public, are integrated
from the very beginning of the process right through
to the end. This concept maps well with the idea of
making science truly open, transparent and responsive
to societal needs, a new approach of the European
Research Areaknown as Open Science.

Citizeos, experts,
decasn makers

Ofoorts st Asemtly. and possible courses of action provided on an informed basis 00509 feysne 10
To encourage nnovation, trust and condctonce 1o {aciktatn the crestion ’ €SOy, policy-
Ciie Dlslogee of 3 legitimate rosdmap for moving foreed in 8 paricular irection b makens, resaachers o
Deep Dermocracy / The Lewis Method dor Within a group, snd Var Anyone 120
ontial that results from confict
abadi To provide » more robwst, democratic and accountable = %
Detberative Mapping 2 st selovsshorir g S pimaiesl e & Citizers, experts @
Democs Card Game / Play Decide D St S porps.o* peepie ss 4108 Citicers 140
engage with complex public policy issues
A .
Distributed Dislogue To deveiop ongong. embedded dsoursons eround 8 topc ~5000 ':"‘"" ™ 250
Expert Panel To wynthesise a variaty of mputs on & 100 Researchen, 28
specivined topc and prodce recommendatons cizen, policy makens
To take professional stock of the stuaton and pertly to propote possble CSOs, polcy
[ inary Work Groups 1
wechacipingry Work o cours of 8:80n 16 evisne, initiste, promots o check devalopment in the ares 530 makers, researchers 230
Multi Criteria Decision Analysis (MCDAY To raik » et o optiont from the most prw Var CSOx. tosearchers, citizers 40
preforred optaon, polcy formulaton, prog
To develop & set of soiutiom 10 3 problem deiegated to =
Placring Calls / Ctizens Jury rodidesiosmduila 5 Citiewrs 450
Q Methodology To gan intght into the dweesty of perpectives $0-100 CSOs, polcy. m
9 makens, researchers
Sceraro Buidng Exercae To plan and prepare for an uncertan buture; wsion buiding Var Anyore 250
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https://www.orion-openscience.eu/public/2021-07/ORION_inspiring_stories_booklet_2021_0.pdf
https://www.orion-openscience.eu/public/2018-05/D3.1 Menu of Creation Tools.pdf

CO-DESIGN AS A SERVICE IN CITIZEN SCIE

CO-DESIGN: WHAT IS IT? A SUCCESS CASE: COS4CLOUD

It is a process based
on collaboration that CHALLENGE
provides innovative

solutions to a challenge, In citizen science we need more data, more open

? 2 \A AIA e

. " " - and accessible technologies. However, there is still
ject v itizen Sc ovation v  Cos4Cloud Se % Eve v X
- ‘ Cos4Cloud m‘. e PR aproblem or a need a low interoperability, low levels of data validation
https://cos4cloud-eosc.eu/ 2 Co-design or collaborative and low technological capacity.
. . . V design, is a practice of
Learn how to use co-design in citizen A creating or improving
science: ideas, prpducts, services,
policies and other
outputs with INNOVATIVE SOLUTION
-not for— people. To tackle this challenge Cos4Cloud has
Download our presentation! It explains what co-design is, why it is \ co-designed and developeg 13 services for citizen
A
useful and how to apply it in citizen science in general and in " o observatories to increase the quantity and quality
creating technological citizen science services in particular to e | W ‘ Co:ldeSIQn.ls so of citizen science data. These services are
explain it, we will use the Cos4Cloud* experience - versatile that it can be available at the EOSC".
adapted to any context
and field
From science to economy,
politics, ecology, PROCESS TO ACHIEVE IT
technology, citizen science,

public participation Co-design

and others.

Cos4Cloud has organised several co-design
activities to collect needs and expectations
towards these new services directly from the
services end-users, the citizen science community.

Agile methodology

Cos4Cloud is constantly reviewing and improving
= < It can involve a wide its services thanks to the collaborative relation with
range of stakeholders' the services end-users.
CO- CREATION IN profiles
The key to success is to
D | A LO G O C O N LA give voice to all the people Agile
that need to be in the methodology

open S room.

cpen scholty commrricadon i he ucpesn |, SOCIETA
COESO

Serv.nent Testing
r- ™ Co-design
process

open scholarly communi

Research for — resesrchares for sociats

n ropean L
woes and humanities 7 n
nce

ipants

Vera OPERAS Vera e way

esign the OUTPUTS TO SHARE

coeso

g research and socie ¥ Ve ra ctives, the .“r\‘- An Anan auidalina farimplementing co-design in the
25 1science technologies, based
The COESO project (Collaborative N activating research ned by Cos4Cloud project.

SPAZIO DI CO-CREAZIONE,

A space for co-creation that provides a set of tools to discover potential partn|
J

define and co-design the activities, to co-create new knowledge and solutions S CO P E RTA D | P OT E N Z | A Ll

' deliver them to society.

Ih Open Science Cloud

ies coordinator This project is part of:

PARTNERS... =z -

EUROPEAN DPEN
SCIENCE CLOUB

Inge


https://cos4cloud-eosc.eu/
https://www.operas-eu.org/projects/coeso/
https://operas-eu.org/services/vera/

PRATICHE OPEN SCIENCE

Open Science In Horizo

a) OBBLIGATORIE

_Open science

DOVETE
Open science in Horizon Europe

Open science is an approach based on open cooperative work and systematic sharing ¢
knowledge and tools as early and widely as possible in the process. It has the potenti:
fo increase the quality and efficiency of research and accelerate the advancement «
knowledge and innovation by sharing results, making them more reusable an
improving their reproducibility. It entails the involvement of all relevant knowledg
actors.

Horizon Europe moves beyond open access to open science for which it feature
a comprenensive policy implemented from the proposal stage to project reporting. Th
Horizon Europe Regulation sets the legal basis for the open science obligations an
incentives that apply to Horizon Europe beneficiaries. The Annotated Grant Agreemer
provides guidance on how to comply with the open science obligations required in th
Model Grant Agreement. The present guide complements the information
prc
I

b) RACCOMANDATE

V.1June 17 2021

Horizon Europe

Programme Guide

n Horizon Europe, open science practices are considered in the evaluation of proposals,

under 'excellence’ and under the 'quality and efficiency of implementation’.

There are
mandatory open science practices, which are required for all projects through the Model
Grant Agreement and/or through the work programme or call conditions, and
recommended practices (all open science practices that are not mandatory).
Recommended open science practices are incentivised through their the evaluation at

the proposal stage. Proposers should be aware of both mandatory and recommended

practices and integrate them into their proposals.



https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/programme-guide_horizon_en.pdf

PRATICHE OBBLIGATORIE E RACCOMADATE —

Horlzc

NEL PROFILO
RICERCATORE:
5 RISULTATI RILEVANTI

NELLA METODOLOGIA
VANNO DESCRITTE ENTRAMBE:
1) COME SI SARA CONFORMI ALLE

PRATICHE OBBLIGATORIE
2) COME SI ADOTTERANNO

NELLA METODOLOGIA
DEL PROGETTO
1) PRATICHE OPEN

Open Science in
Horizon Europe

MASSIMIZZAZIONE
DELLIMPATTO CON
OPEN SCIENCE (0S E

PRATICHE OPEN
PREGRESSE E CAPACITA
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DOVETE DIMOSTRARE
SE E COME
ADOTTERETE
- CONDIVISIONE

RAPIDA
- GESTIONE DEI DATI
- RIPRODUCIBILITA
- OPEN ACCESS
- OPEN PEER
REVIEW

Early and open sharing: Provide specific information on whether and how you will
implement early and open sharing and for which part of your expected output. For
example, you may mention what type of early and open sharing is appropriate for your
discipline and project, such as preprints or preregistration/registration reports, and

& which platforms you plan to use.

¥ Research data management (RDM): RDM is mandatory in Horizon Europe for
e | projects generating or reusing data. If you expect to generate or reuse data and/or

other research outputs (except for publications), you are required to outline in a
maximum of one page how these will be managed. Further details on this are provided

&

Reproducibility of research outputs: you should outline the measures planned in the
project that tend to increase reproducibility. Such measures may already be
interweaved in other parts of the methodology of a proposal (such as transparent

W research design, the robustness of statistical analyses, addressing negative results, etc)

or in mandatory/non-mandatory open science practices (e.g. the DMP, early sharing
through preregistration and preprints, open access to software, workflows, tools, etc) to
be implemented. More detailed suggestions on good practices for enhancing

Open access: Offer specific information on how you will meet the open access
requirements, that is deposition and immediate open access to publications and open
access to data (the latter with some exceptions and within the deadlines set in the
DMP) through a trusted repository, and under open licenses. You may elaborate on the
(subscription-based or open access) publishing venues that you will use. You may also

Open peer review: Anytime it is possible, you are invited to prefer open peer review

for your publications over traditional (‘blind’ or ‘closed’) peer review. When the case,
you should provide specific information regarding the publishing venues you envisage to
make use of, and highlight the venues that would qualify as providing open peer review.

Citizen, civil society and end-user engagement: Provide clear and succinct
information on how citizen, civil society and end-user engagement will be implemented
in your project, where/if appropriate. The kinds of engagement activities will depend on
the type of R&I activity envisaged and on the disciplines and sectors implicated.
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Citizen and civil society engagement is a programme principle and operational objective
that refers to the opening up of R&I processes to society to develop better, more
innovative and more relevant outcomes, and to increase societal trust in the processes
and outcomes of R&I.

Opening up the R&I system towards society and supporting citizens, civil society and
end-users to participate in R&I - as sources of ideas, knowledge and/or data, as data
collectors and/or analysers, and/or as testers and/or end users - enlarges the collective |
intelligence, capabilities and scope of the R&I and is likely to lead to greater creativity
and robustness of the outcomes and reduced time-to-market of the innovative products
and services. It also increases the relevance and responsiveness of R&I, ensuring that |
its outcomes align with the needs, expectations and values of society. Moreover, it is a
key element for improving the transparency, co-ownership and trust of society in the
process and outcomes of R&I. Conducting R&I openly, responsibly, transparently, and in
adherence to the highest standards of research integrity and ethics is also important for
responding to increased science denial.
[~ RS PN

could involve workshops, focus groups or other means to develop

R&I agendas, roadmaps or policies. These could be one-off activities in one or several

different localities or repeated consultations with the same or varying groups. They

could involve citizens and/or one or many organisation types at the same time. Co-
[ WAl O

o-creation activitiek, such as citizen science or user-led innovation, involve citizens or
ena-users arrecty in the development of new knowledge or innovations, through a
range of different levels of participation. These could include identifying R&I questions
to be tackled by the project, developing a methodology, observing, gathering and
processing data, right up to the publication and presentation of results. The co-creation
activities could be the focus of a proposal, or could be one of the methodological
approaches taken alongside others.

p-assessment activities, such as assisting in the monitoring and evaluation of the
progress of the project, portfolio of projects, policies or programmes, help ensure an
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European Research Council 2022

Established by the European Commission

Apply for a grant Manage your project Projects & statistics News & events Help & contact About the ERC

o
(-]
5]
2]

Consumption Patterns Institutions
Genetics Behaviour

29 November 2022 = s“clelu clllzen sha rl ng
09:00

@ Virtual

'c'u'
=z &« T6CHNOIOYIC
European I CORDIS 2022 English m =] rket

Commission | EU research results

s & Social Media

HOME THEMATIC PACKS  PODCASTS & NEWS  PROJECTS & RESULTS ABOUT US Q SEARCH

&2 Results Pack

Commissione

HEPREEEENDNEREEEEEEEEEE —

i Citizen science: Inspiring examples of societal CO.RDLC’ Result.s P.aCk i
_—_engagement for Horizon Europe La scienza dei cittadini

~— —  Citizen science, for which citizens collaborate with scientists on research and Raccolta tematica dei risultati dei progetti di ricerca innovativi finanziati dall'UE
— innovation, has the potential to improve 3
-~ deepen the relationship between science
showcases 12 EU-funded projects that gl B I G o = e (e (S - PRt vy 1 3
__building the capacities and networks nee e i e
— with cmzens across Europe. Ispirare nuove direzioni nella scienza orientata

'ﬁ/ < ai cittadini

Aprile 2022
.

 Salute pubblica: consentire ai cittadini di l 5

monitorare l'inquinamento urbano
= Misurare l'impatto della scienza dei cittadini

8% La scienza comunitaria percorre la scala mobile ""amem

' _ del coinvolgimento pubblico Pensare a‘livello locale e aglre'a livello globale: le h -

azioni guidate dalla comunita possono affrontare
9 questioni sociali di grande portata?

Strumenti di crowdsourcing che fiutano la l 9

; wiodar femie
PIOVEence del Getiivi odad ~ Collocare i cittadini al timone della politica in
materia di trasporti urbani



https://erc.europa.eu/news-events/events/showcase-projects-citizen-science
https://cordis.europa.eu/article/id/435872-citizen-science-inspiring-examples-of-societal-engagement-for-horizon-europe

Ragioni per NON fa#@Open Science?

4

/alid reasons not to participate in open
sclence practices

Casper J. Albers®

Abstract

The past years have seen a sharp increase in the attention
for open science practices. Such practices include pre-registration
and registered reports, sharing of materials, open access publish-
ing and attention to reproducibility of research. Despite the over-
whelming amount of evidence highlighting the henefits of open
science, some researchers remain reluctant. In this paper, I will
outline valid reasons for researchers not to participate in open
science practices.

Iscussion

There are no valid reasons.
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