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Open Access : Definition

 Open Access publishing is a form of publishing in the 
Internet that promotes free distribution of scholarly 
information. 

 A scholarly publication is freely available when the 
scholarly community and the general public can 
read it free of charge or any restrictions in the Internet.

Photo: Credit to jscreationzs
http://www.freedigitalphotos.net/images/view_photog.php?photogid=1152
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 Research made with public money is not open to public
 Articles are being published in extremely expensive scientific

journals

 Lots of people would benefit from the results of 
science,but are not able to access it

Consequence: All articles are currently losing some portion 
of their potential users.

WHY open access?
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 The Rector’s recommendation:

 Starting from the beginning of 2011, researchers should 
save also the full text files of their articles (or final draft 
versions of those) in TUTKA at the same time while 
recording the relating metadata.

OA at the University of Jyväskylä 

 Current situation: Only ~430 deposited articles.
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This slide made by Carl‐Christian Burh, EC
http://www.slideshare.net/ccbuhr/open‐science‐at‐the‐european‐commission
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This slide made by Carl‐Christian Burh, EC
http://www.slideshare.net/ccbuhr/open‐science‐at‐the‐european‐commission
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Funded by the ERC or FP7?

https://www.openaire.eu/en/open‐access/open‐access‐in‐fp7
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1) Make the work accessible on your own website
(NB. Even this is subject to licence.)

2) Deposit the work in a subject‐based repository 
(e.g. arXiv, CiteSeer, RePEc, etc.)

3) Publish it in an OA Journal
4) Publish with Optional Paid Option 

(refers to a journal where only some 
of the articles are open access)

5) Place the work (or final draft version of it) in an 
institutional repository (JYX)

Several ways to OA

Often liable to charges
(author fees), and are 
therefore NOT the preferred 
choice.
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Parallel publishing (self‐archiving)

 One form of open accessibility 
 Means that university scholars, after having published their 

articles in scientific journals, publish them ‐ or final draft 
versions of them ‐ also in the open digital repository of their 
own university

 Parallel publishing does not replace the original publishing forums.
 It is free of charge 

ORIGINAL
PUBLICATION

FINAL DRAFT VERSION
(aka POST‐PRINT)
OF THE ARTICLE IN
THE INSTITUTIONAL
REPOSITORY

+
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Final draft

 Final draft is the version after peer‐reviewing. 
 In terms of contents it is like the publisher’s final PDF, 

but in terms of layout it is not. (No page numbers, etc.)

 Also called ’post‐print’ 

 ’Post’ refers to peer‐review:
’Post‐print’ = after peer‐review
’Pre‐print’ = before peer‐review
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 Add to the visibility of the research

 Add to the impact of the 
research

 Economical benefits
 Humanitarian perspective
 Benefits for the “ordinary people”
 Fill the recommendations  of many 

funders

 Win‐win‐win ‐situation : everyone 
wins (even the publisher)

Visibility Impact BenefitsWelfare
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Common concerns – and clarifications

 Permission issues : Not allowed?

 Concerns regarding the publishing channel

 Concerns regarding the expenses : Who pays?

 Workload : Takes time to find out the permissions?
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Permission issues: Not allowed?

– OA is allowed a lot more often than researchers 
usually think

– According to SHERPA/RoMEO database 66 % of the 
publishers do allow final draft archiving

– There may be conditions though (version, embargo) 
– Publishers are (pretty) positive because of the Impact 
Factor : the more citations, the bigger IF

http://www.sherpa.ac.uk/romeo
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Concerns regarding the publishing channel and 
the expenses

Do we have to change the publishing channels and start to 
publish only in OA journals?
 No, that is not the meaning at all.
 You can continue to publish where ever you want.

Who pays?
 Parallel publishing is free of charge
 There is no author fees, nor any other fees
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Concerns regarding the workload

 Takes time to find out the permissions?

– At the JU the library takes care of the permission
clarifications

– The researcher need only save the files (or final draft 
versions of them) of their articles in TUTKA 

– The whole process should take only a couple of minutes 
per eprint. 
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How to proceed?

1. Ask the co‐writers for permission (if there is any). 
A verbal authorization is sufficient.

2. Attach the final draft version of the article in the TUTKA 
record. (The file will automatically move on to JYX‐Inbox)

That is all. Repository services will take care of the rest, such 
as checking the publisher's permission. 

(By the way, if there is any copyright‐protected images, etc. in your work, 
you should have permission also for them.)
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The Process

TUTKA
Inbox

JYX
 Closed area
 Permission checkings
 Setting embargos
 Etc. 

If everything is OK  JYX
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The Benefits of an Institutional Repository (JYX)

 The visibility is better:
JYX is search engine optimized

 (The end user doesn’t need to know anything about JYX, 
he/she only uses Google, or other search engines, to find
articles.)

 Give a publication a permanent web address
 Enable enrichment of data (e.g. including data)
 Is free of charge; no author fees, nor any other fees
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Waiste of time or success?

 This issue is rather of organisational nature than of 
a technical one

 Success depends on the researchers and on the faculty
leaders

 There must be high involvement from the administrative
sector

 Mandated? Rewards?

Visibility brings success!
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Thank you!
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