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The Project 

• An Open-Access, Open-Assessment Scientific E-Journal 

• Cooperation Kiel Institute (IfW) and ZBW 

• Live since March 2007 (‘real-mode’) 

• ~150 Co-Editors worldwide 

• Listed in SSCI (=Impact Factor) 
 

http://www.economics-ejournal.org 
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Towards Open Science 

● Open Assessment 

● Open Data Sets 

● Social Media Activities 
 
 



Open Assessment 

● ‘Classic’ Peer-Review is supplemented with ‘Open Assessment’ 

● Readers (=Economists) can comment on any paper 

● Referee reports are also published 

● Reader comments do have an influence on co-editors decisions 
 
 





Open Research Data 

● Data Availability Policy since 01.01.2009 

● Generally: All authors must provide research data, programs, code, 

and sufficient explainations to permit data replication 

● Stored at Harvard Dataverse Network 

(http://thedata.harvard.edu/dvn/dv/economics) 
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• Twitter: since 2009. Automatic Tweets when paper is published. 

Follower: 471 http://twitter.com/ej_economics 

• Facebook: since 2010. Paper links + teaser, other news or relevant 

links; Likes: 1125http://www.facebook.com/ejeconomics 

• Google+: since 2011. Similar to FB activities. +1/Circles: 

2012http://gplus.to/economics 

• Number of followers/likes/circles increasing slowly but steadily 
 

Social Media 

https://twitter.com/ej_economics
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Numbers (only a few) 

Published Papers: 
• Discussion Paper: 377  

• Journal Article: 250 
 
Authors: 588(http://www.economics-ejournal.org/community/authors) 
 
Comments: 1919 
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What next? 
• Taking further (small) steps to implement more ‘Open Science features’ 

and community participation 

• More Social Media integration 

• Altmetrics? 

• Adapt to increasing mobile usage 
 
 



Main Lessons Learned  
• It is possible to establish an open access journal that is broadly accepted 

within the community 

• It is also possible to publish such a journal without any commercial 

publisher 

• Open peer review works and accepted, though perhaps still only as a 

complement for traditional peer reviewing 

• ‘Conservative’ communities are slow in moving towards Science 2.0, but 

they are moving constantly. The willingness to adapt openness, 

collaboration (over the web), and new ways of scientific publishing and 

communication is increasing 
 
 



Thank you! 
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