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METHODOLOGY

+ an online questionnaire consisting of 17 questions
= researchers from Croatian universities and research institutes, PhD
students, postdoctoral researchers, and librarians
1,041 responses collected; 763 fully completed responses
= statistical analysis to identify differences in attitudes and proctices
between STEM and SSH authors

toward Open Access (0A) publishing

* to explore differences in OA publishing attitudes and
p between researchers in Science, Technology,
Engineering, and Medicine (STEM) and Social Sciences
and Humanitias (SSH) area
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CONCLUSION

= there is no statistically significant difference in overall attitudes on
the right to decide how research results are published between
STEM and S5H authors
both groups believe thot authors should have more control over
where to publish their results, rather than funders or the author's
ingtitution
= there is o statistically significant difference in the attitudes of STEM
and 55H authors toward 04 publishing
STEM outhors have a less favorable ottitude toward OA
publishing compared to $5H authors

« majarity of authors in the journal selection process are motivated by
journal prestige rather than its OA status
STEM authors prioritize journal reputation and impact; S5H
authors value strict disciplinary crientation mere than journals'
bibliometric indicatars
« statistically significant differences between STEM and SHH authors in
attitudes toward pay-te-publish models
STEM authors: more likely to submit to pay-to-publish journals;
motivated by the journal’s reputation
$SH authors: more opposed to paying publication fees; concerns
over the quality of such journals and financiol barriers
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AIM METHODOLOGY

e to analyze the current attitudes of e dn online questionnaire - 17 questions
Croatian authors toward Open e resedrchers from Croatian universities
Access (OA) publishing and research institutes, PhD students,

e to explore differences in OA postdoctoral researchers, and
publishing attitudes and librarians
practices between researchers in o 1,041 collected; 763 fully completed
STEM and SSH area e statistical analysis to identify

differences in attitudes and practices
between STEM and SSH authors



SELECTED RESULTS
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why YES

| value the reputation of the journal regardless of
whether it is OA or subscription-based.

| support the principles of OA and prefer to publish in OA
journals.

| have no issues with covering publication costs, as these
are covered by project or institutional funds.

The institution or research funder requires publication in
OA.

why NOT

| believe that for such journals, profit is more important
than the quality of the published articles

| do not want to cover APCs because | do not support
placing barriers to the dissemination of scientific results

| do not have the funds for publication expenses.

| use the option of self-archiving in a digital repository,
thus ensuring OA and greater visibility of my work for
free.



CONCLUSIONS

e majority of respondents (75 %)
expressed support for OA publishing
and acknowledged its benefits in
scientific research and education

e STEM authors have a less favorable
attitude toward OA publishing
compared to SSH authors

e poth groups believe that authors
should have more control over
publishing modalities, rather than
funders or the author's institution

e authors are predominantly motivated by
journal prestige (reputation, impact,
disciplinary alignment) rather than its OA
status

e differences in attitudes toward pay-to-
publish models:

o STEM authors: more likely to submit to
pay-to-publish journals; motivated by
the journal’s reputation

o SSH authors: more opposed to paying
publication fees; concerns over the
quality of such journals and financial
barriers
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