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INTRODUCTION



FECYT depends on the 
Minis try of Sc ie nce

It ca rrie s  out a  biennial 
evaluation 

The evaluation process 
is complemented by a 
panel of experts  who  
gua rante e s  a  rigorous  

and  ob je c tive  
e va lua tion.

This  proce s s  is  
voluntary and  a ims  to 

award  the  FECYT 
Qua lity Se a l to  journa ls  

tha t me e t the  
e s tab lis he d  s tanda rds .

It’s  be ne fic ia l for 
journa ls , a s  it  increases 

their visibility  and  
favours  the ir 

professionalisation  and  
internationalisation . 

FECYT offe rs  tools  and  advice  to he lp  
journa ls  improve  the ir qua lity and  vis ib ility

FECYT QUALITY SEAL 
OVERVIEW



SPANISH JOURNALS 
EVALUATION PROCESS 
(2008 -2023 )
FECYT Quality Seal.

Valid for one year . 
After this period journals are renewed.
If criteria is met.

2018: Transparency in Access and Content Reuse Policies
2023: Open Science indicators.



1.1 Specify  Content Licences  on the 
Journal’s Website and Articles.

1.2 Specify  Intellectual Property 
Ownership to Authors.

1.4 Publish Editorial Policy on Sherpa 
Romeo

1.5 Specify  Article Processing  Charges  
(APCs) for Open Access Journals.

1.3 Allow Authors to Deposit  the 
Accepted Version in Open Access 
Repositories .

1.6 Register  with the Directory of 
Open Access Journals ( DOAJ).

1. Transparency in Access and Content Reuse Policies



2.1 Publish Content Openly Under 
Licences  That Respect Open Access.

2.2 Encourage Authors to Deposit  
Supplementary Materials in Institutional 
Repositories. 2.3 Link Published Articles  with 

Supplementary  Materials  in Public 
Repositories Using Unique and Persistent 
Identifiers.

2.4 Allow  the Dissemination of Pre -
Print  Versions of Published Articles.

2.5 Enable Open Peer Review .

2.6 Establish  Protocol  for Metadata  
Submission to Open Access Repositories 
and Content Aggregators.

2.7 Publicly Display an 
Authorised  List of Reviewers by 
Issue or by Defined Periods (not 
exceeding 3 years).

2. Open Science Indicators



RESULTS

8 calls

Applications Evaluated:
2,200 journals aprox.

Unique Titles Identified:
Nearly 1,200

Quality Seal Process:
627 journals



1.3 

94.49%

91.73%

74.41%

37.01%

80.31%

67.72%

1.1 

1.2 

1.4 

1.5 

1.6 

1. Transparency in Access and 
Content Reuse Policies

Level of adherence to the indicators

RESULTS



Level of adherence to the indicators

2. Open Science Indicators

RESULTS

2.1 2.42.7

2.2 2.6 2.3 2.52.2



1. Transparency in Access and Content Reuse Policies . Compliance with these indicators is high probably fostered 
by the Science Law ( 2011) and the role of FECYT .

2. Open Science Indicators . Compliance with these indicators is  low , highlighting the recent inclusion of these 
indicators within the evaluation process and the  recent inclusion of Open Science benchmarks in the science law.

3. The implementation of Open Science is progressively increasing , as can be seen in the contrast of the results 
obtained in the analysis of the two dimensions analysed .

4. The role of FECYT and its evaluation process,  since 2008, has resulted in the improvement of editorial policies 
in academic publishing  in terms of visibility, impact, and the promotion of gender perspective, among others. 

CONCLUSIONS

OUR EXPECTATION: We look forward to the implementation of Open Science  in 
ALL editorial policies of Spanish scientific journals.



Thank you.

mangeles.coslado@fecyt.es
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General Statistics
 Upper middle-income country 
 Third largest Arab economy 
 Economy heavily relies on Hydrocarbons (14%  of 
GDP, 86 % of exports, and 47 % of budget revenues  
2019-  2023)
 44% of population is 24 or younger 
 Education is free and there is an enrolment of 95 
% for the primary, over 60 % for the secondary and 
20 % for higher education



Higher education in Algeria  
 One of the most inclusive systems in the world (quantitatively 

speaking)
 No registration fees, transportation and lodging are also free. There is 

even a small monthly scholarship for every student.
 There are 1.812.656 students, 54 universities, 40 graduate schools, 13 

teachers’ graduate schools and 13 university centers (2013)
 A staggering 7500 PhDs awarded a year

QUANTITY OVER QUALITY 



OPEN ACCESS IN ALGERIA 

 A study in 2014 ( Hachani) ,showed the following statistics :
 Four academic journals
 Eight electronic repositories
 A weak internet penetration (16,7%)
 A very unreliable and equally weak bandwidhth

 Two main actors :
 The Ministry of Higher Education and Scientific Research 
 The Research Center for Scientific and Technical Information which incepted :
• CERIST Digital Library,
•  The Collective Catalogue of Algeria
• The National Thesis Reporting Program



OPEN ACCESS IN ALGERIA ( cont’d)
Two main programs have been also launched. They are:

 The National Online Documentation System: which allows researchers and 
graduate students access to a number of databases and publishers’ sites with a 
password and a user name. 

Webreview: it is a site listing 36 journals from universities around the country. It 
boasts an encouraging 79 % open access rate (Hachani 2012).

The study also concluded a quasi absence of Algerian academic institutions in 
programs such as HINARI (Health), OARE (Agriculture) and AGORA (Environment) 
which are programs geared at giving access to journals at very advantageous rate 
for country of The Global South.   



TEN YEARS FORWARD: WHAT HAS CHANGED?
Although the CERIST still exists , The Directorate-General of 

Scientific Research and Technological Development is leading
the academic research in the country . Besides financing a
number of laboratories , research centers and programs , it
publishes:
A list of accredited journals ranked A (13674 titles ) and B (2662

titles )
National Scientific Journals (1044 titles)
A list of Predatory journals (2018-2023). 
Internet has greatly evolved as penetration rate is well over 60 % 

but frequent interruption and a feeble bandwidth hampers 
research.

.   



Between gold and green roads
GOLD: Webreview is replaced by:
 The Algerian Scientific Journal Platform ( ASJP) : It is a diamond open access platform of 

879 mostly academic journals that are mainly a receptacle of articles published by PhDs 
students

 Algerian journals are present in regional and international in various directory and
platform :

African Journals On Line .: 26 titles far from Nigeria’s 322 titles and South Africa’s 110 
titles. It is numerically 8th African country  

Directory of Free Arab Journals: 24 titles which makes it the 5th country numerically 
speaking in the Arab world 

Directory of Open Access Journals : 28 titles far from Indonesia’s 2409, United Kingdom’s 
2180, Brazil’s 1582 or United States’ 1196.It is the 64th country numerically speaking. 



Between green and gold roads
Statistically, there is a big difference between 2014 (5-6 repositories) 

and 2024. Algerian repositories are present in both:
 The Directory of Open Access Repositories (D.O.A.R.): 20 (3rd in Africa 

and 1st in the Arab World)
 The Registry of Open Access Repositories (R.O.A.R.): 16 (4th in Africa 

and 1st in the Arab World)
 These statistics are encouraging as they signal a thrust forward but :
 These repositories are not a receptacle of the output of the 

institution’s output but are rather repositories of anything that is of 
relation to the institution.

 There seem to be a race to create repositories under the auspices of 
the Ministry and The GDSRTD but in a rather disorganized way.



Recommendations and conclusions 
As a conclusion of what has been said , we recommend :

1-A drastic limitation of students in the tertiary level

2-Limiting the number of “scientific journals” that are polluting the academic landscape 

3-In a centralized system, putting stringent criteria for open repositories that should be effectively “open” and 
represent the output of the scientific production of the institution.

4-Imposing a mandate to make ALL Algerian thesis EFFECTIVELY open access and changing The National Thesis 
Reporting Program to The National Open Access Thesis Program

5-Imposing a KNOWN plagiarism detector to ALL scientific submissions made to or through national journals

6-Creating a national open access body (El Djazair Open Access Council- The E.D.O.A.C.) that will guide and define 
priorities in the national microcosm. It would be made up of recognized member of the open access community and 
under The Directorate-General of Scientific Research and Technological Development and The Ministry of Higher 
Education and Scientific Research 



شكرا
Takk

Gracias
Ačiū

Dank je



Strengthening 
Diamond Open Acces s

in the Netherlands
The Dutch national Diamond OAprogram (2024–2026)



On s haky grounds
No s ta tus

Los s  of bibliodivers ity 

Los s  of s ouvere ignty



Establish the conditions in the Netherlands for Diamond OA as a fully developed 
and sustainable publishing model.

Project 2024-2026
Paid by Universities of the Netherlands (€100.000 per year)
Executed by UKB, with the Erasmus University Rotterdam as project lead

Our vis ion: building a  foundation



Our 
key 

s tra tegies

Sus anne  van Rijn
Program manager, EUR

Chiara  Livio
Project lead, UU

Maria  Cons tantin
Project lead, EUR



National Diamond 
OA Expertise 

Center

Infras tructures
Develop a s hared technica l infras tructure  a t the  Dutch nationa l leve l, 
supporting journals  and (text)books by leveraging existing resources. Begin with 
a small-scale "coalition of the willing," emphasizing institutional branding, 
transparency, and a non-profit approach.

Benefits
• Efficiency
• Increased societal impact
• Easy access
• Authors  rights
• Increased quality



National Diamond 
OA Expertise 

Center

Infras tructures
Work packages  (2025 – 2029)

1: research sustainable infrastructures
2: integrating existing technical infrastructures
3: selection and harmonisation of services
4: safeguarding (output) infrastructures
5: communication and dissemination



How to reach us

From Early Next year 2025, you will find our Expertis e  Centre  on 
Openacces s .nl  

In the meantime, you can keep an eye on our Zenodo Community:
https :/ /zenodo.org/communities /diamond_oa_nl
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Software used by journals

 One of the critical criteria establishing high professional standards of scholarly journals 
publishing practice is the software used by journal managers to support their activity 
(Ndungu, 2021). 

 This raises the question of whether deploying a professional journal management system 
necessarily equates to the quality of a journal?



Uncharacteristic appearances
Several factors 
demonstrate the existence 
of this correlation. 

For instance, journals that 
have not adopted a 
professional journal 
management system may 
be mistaken for predatory 
journals due to poorly 
maintained websites or 
appearances 
uncharacteristic of well-
established journal 
websites (Beall, 2015; 
Teixeira da Silva et al., 
2023).



Characteristics expected from 
a scholarly journal website

 There is a wide range of characteristics expected from a scholarly journal website, which 
cannot be easily implemented using general website management software such as 
WordPress or similar platforms. 

 Only professional and dedicated software designed for scholarly journals can offer the 
comprehensive range of features expected in a scholarly journal website (Moradzadeh et 
al., 2023).



The aim

The study investigates the adoption of professional scholarly journal publishing software in 
Lithuania, with a focus on the trends and patterns of its use.



Findings



Software used in Lithuania

 In the world, the choice for publishing software for scientific journals is quite wide, including 
at least up to 100 different solutions (Daraghmi et al., 2021; Kim, Choi, et al., 2018; Maxwell 
et al., 2019). 

 We found eight software variants in Lithuania, including open source variants such as OJS 
and closed source software such as PubliMill and ScholarOne Manuscripts.



Software used in Lithuania

OJS3; 104

Website; 76

PubliMill; 14

Other; 18

OJS2; 7

Sciendo; 5 MDPI; 1



(Some) conclusions



Conclusions (1/3)

 Although the most popular products in the world market are also the most 
popular in Lithuania, individual publishers are also testing market newcomers who 
have proposed a new approach to publication management, but at the same 
time, 1/3 of journals still are using primitive publishing methods through the 
websites of institutions. 

 True, pioneering products based on blockchain technology (Daraghmi et al., 
2021) have not been recorded.



Conclusions (2/3)

 We can see that the ecosystem of scientific journals in Lithuania has not yet 
reached the level of maturity, when all journals use professional software for 
publishing. 

 It is interesting that Lithuanian scientific journals use open source software for 
publishing much more actively (1/3 of them) compared to the global trend 
observed in high-income countries. Lithuania, which is classified as a high-income 
country, uses OJS 2.5 times more than the global average.



Conclusions (3/3)

 Such success of open source software (specifically OJS) can be explained by the 
fact that in 2011 after many Lithuanian journals decided to switch to electronic 
publishing, the EIFL (Electronic Information for Libraries) initiative offered the 
opportunity to start using this software, and training was organized for 
administrators (Grigas, 2023). 

 Lithuanian journals seem to be looking for low-cost software options, and OJS 
meets their requirements, as it is free to use and has low server, domain and IT 
maintenance costs. Most journals in Lithuania finance their publication from often 
unstable sources of income, such as university budgets or projects (Atkočiūnienė, 
2009; Petrauskaitė & Pauža, 2015; Ministry of Education, Science and Sport, 2022).
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