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Challenging the status quo
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. What should be published?

.. review/publication of all elements of research.
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. What should be published? - Examples

— MENU

ELSEVIER Q searcw

Home Books & Journzls > Data in Brief
Data in Brief

Editor-in-Chief: Hao-Ran Wang
View full editorial board

ISSN: 2352-3409
Open Access
R\

Data in Brief provides a way for researchers to easily share and reuse each
other's datasets by publishing data articles that:

Guide for Authors

Submit Your Paper » Thoroughly describe your data, facilitating reproducibility.
View Articles * Make your data, which is often buried in supplementary material,
easier to find.
» Increase traffic towards associated research articles and data, leading

Stay up-to-date to more citations.
e * Open up doors for new collaborations.
email alerts tailored to your needs
Click here to sign up Because you never know what data will be useful to someone else, Data in

Brief welcomes submissions that describe data from all research areas.
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ADDICTIVE

. What should be published? - Examples

Addictive Behaviors Reports: REPORTS

Addictive Behaviors Reports is an online only, open-access and peer reviewed journal offering an
interdisciplinary forum for the publication of research in addictive behaviors. The journal accepts
submissions that are scientifically sound on all forms of addictive behavior (alcohol, drugs,
gambling, Internet, nicotine and technology) with a primary focus on behavioral and psychosocial
research. The emphasis of the journal is primarily empirical. That is, sound experimental design
combined with valid, reliable assessment and evaluation procedures are a requisite for
acceptance. We are particularly interested in 'non-traditional’, innovative and empirically
oriented research such as negative/null data papers, replication studies, case reports on
novel treatments, and cross-cultural research. Studies that might encourage new lines of
inquiry as well as scholarly commentaries on topical issues, systematic reviews, and mini reviews
are also very much encouraged. We also welcome multimedia submissions that incorporate video

or audio components to better display methodology or findings.
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I. How should it be presented?

In the past, focus was on moving content from print to online

« Electronic submission = increased volume of submissions
= Electronic access = easier search, higher usage, easy sharing
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I. How should it be presented? Example

- Today: taking full advantage of online capabilities

- Redefine how a scientific article is presented online
- Individualized entry points and routes
: Audio/(ideo\
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|l. How should it be presented? - Example
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ways in which the three aforementioned cognitive systems interact with each other. There are six logically
possible ways of amranging words in sentences according to their basic grammatical functions of Subject,
Object and Verb (OSV, OVS, SOV, SV0, VOS5, V50). Of these six, SVO and SOV characterize the basic
orders of the great majority of the world's languages (V6%: SOWV% and SV0O%) (Dryer, 2003). There is thus a
clear preference for word orders where the Subject precedes the Object and where the Verb—Object
constituent is preserved (as in both 5-0V and 5V Q) (Greenberg, 1963, Greenberg, 1978).

Al

VS0 SVEr S0V

© Language distribution Number of languages

There are, however, reasons to believe that SVO is the preferred structure for syntax. Studies in historical
and comparative linguistics suggest that the computational system of grammar has one single prefemred
word order. Indeed, analyzes of how languages change owver time, report that, when word order changes
independantly of language contact, it is unidirectional from SOV to SVO (cf. Newmeyer, 2000)."

Thus, indirectly, historical and comparative linguistics suggest that when the word order of a language
changes for language internal reasons, the computational system of grammar drives it towards the SVO
order. Interestingly, SVO languages are more stable in word order than other languages, that usually have
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II. How should it be presented? - Example
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Emotion and attention interactions in social cognition: Brain
regions involved in processing anger prosody
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Abstract

Multiple levels of processing are thought to be involved in the appraisal of emotionally relevant events, with
s0me processes being engaged relatively independently of attention, whereas other processes may depend
on attention and current task goals or context. We conducted an event-related fMR| experiment to examine
how processing angry voice prosody, an affectively and socially salient signal, is modulated by voluntary
attention. To manipulate attention orthogonally to emotional prosody, we used a dichotic listening paradigm
in which meaningless utterances, pronounced with either angry or neutral prosody, were presented
simultanecusly to both ears on each frial. In two successive blocks, participants selectively attended to
either the left or right ear and performed a gender-decision on the voice heard on the target side. Our results
revealed a functional dissociation between different brain areas. Whereas the right amygdala and bilateral
superior temporal sulcus responded to anger prosody imespective of whether it was heard from a to-be-
attended or to-be-ignored woice, the orbitofrontal cortex and the cuneus in medial occipital cortex showed
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|l. How should it be presented?

- Example
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Adolescents’ and their friends’ sexual behavior and intention:
Selection effects of personality dimensions

Laura Baams™ & & Geertjan Overbeek®, Daphne van de Bongardt®, Ellen Reitz®,
Judith Semon Dubas®, Marcel A G. van Aken®

+ Show more

doi:10.1016/.jrp.2014.07.009 Get rights and content

Highlights
+ We model adolescent friendship networks in RSiena.

+ We examine the role of personality and sexual behavior and intention
+ Adolescents low on emotional stability select friends similar in sexual intention.

Abstract

Using simulation investigation for empirical network analyses (in RSiena) we examined
how personality and sexual behavior and intention were related to peer processesin
Dutch adolescents. Our main research questions were: (a) do adolescents cluster
together in friendship networks based on personality, sexual behavior, and/or sexual
intention? And (b), do adolescents influence each other in their sexual behavior and
intention? Results showed that adolescents clustered together based on dissimilarity in
agreeableness, and similarity in gender and sexual intention. Further, we found that
adolescents with lower levels of emotional stability had friends with more similar levels of
sexual intention. The limited variance and low base rates of sexual behavior and
intention did not allow us to explicitly test socialization effects.
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Ill. How is content evaluated?

1. Can the content be trusted?
= Transparency of data, methods, conflicts of interest...
= ‘good publication practice’, e.g. TOP guidelines, ‘badges'...

2. What is the expert opinion?
= Editorial filtering
= Peer review (pre/post publication)

3. How is content being used?
= Citation, download and ‘sharing’ metrics
= Author and institute impact/ snowball metrics
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I1l. How is content evaluated? Trust in the content
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lIl. How is content evaluated? Editorial and peer review

= Reviewing models
« Increased transparency
« Collaborative review

ELSEVIER

, frontiers

Building Insights. Breaking Boundaries.™

Innovation in Publishing

Experimenting with collaborative peer review

We look at the experiences of three Cell Press journals which carried out trials on Mendeley
By Dr. Karen Carniol, Dr. John Pham and Meredith LeMasurier | Posted on 13 November 2014 ug‘mmp

share story Il 1 B [

At Elsevier, we are focused on working with our journal editors and reviewers to improve and streamline the peer-review

process. So when we acquired the global and i Mendeley in 2013, we were keen
M to explore how peer review might benefit from its advanced collaborative features.
WSSl  Researchers worldwide use Mendeley's desklop and cloug-basedtools to and annotat create ci
A= : and bibliog ies, ¢ on h projects and network with fellow academics.

As reported earlier this year in Reviewers’ Update, we launched a series of small pilots which saw research papers brought
within the Mendeley environment with the consent of the relevant reviewers and editors. The journals involved in the trials were Molecular Cell,
Neuron, and Cell, which are part of the Cell Press family. While there were variations in each pilot, the common factor in all cases was that the
i i to one another. In this article, we highlight the results of each trial and our planned next steps.

The Molecular Cell pilot

Methodology
Reviewers were invited to discuss the article only after they had completed their reviews the conventional way. Ten

manuscripts were included in the pilot, and all six editors on the team participated.

FACULT Yef 1000

POST-PUBLICATION PEER REVIEW




lll. How is content evaluated? ‘Impact’ of the content

« How to evaluate article impact?
« Citation-based metrics

« Usage (downloads)

« Sharing and media coverage
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lll. How is content evaluated? Authors and institutions
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