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FACT: Freely accessible scientific articles are cited
more than subscription-access articles (2-7x)

CLAIM: Free access more readership more
citations

COROLLARY: Subscription-access model severely
limits access to scientific information
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RCTs reduce bias and
increase likelihood that
observed differences can be
attributed to the treatment
alone. 4
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Mechanisms of mitochondrial response to variations in
energy demand in eukaryvotic cells

Am J Physiol Cell Physiol 292: C52-C58. 2007. First published
August 30, 2006: do1:10.1152/ajpcell.00208.2006

[Abstract] [Full Text] [PDF]

Keiko Kawai-Kowase and Gary K. Owens
Multiple repressor pathways contribute to phenotypic
switching of vascular smooth muscle cells
Am J Physiol Cell Phvsiol 292: C59-C69. 2007. Furst published
September 6. 2006 do1:10.1152/ajpcell.00394.2006
[Abstract] [Full Text] [PDF]
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Median PDF Downloads of Random OA vs. Subscription
Articlest by Month after Publication
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TArticles from APS study, see: Davis et alBMJ 2008;337:a568



Median PDF Downloads of Author Choice vs. Subscription

Articlest by Month after Publication
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Am Physiol Soc (J=11, n=247) 9-12mot
Am Physiol Soc (J=11, n=247) 18mo
Am Physiol Soc (J=11, n=247) 24mo
Am Heart Assoc (J=5, n=101) 12mo

AHA Editor's Choice (n=32) 12 mo
Genetics (n=103) 12mo

FASEB Journal (n=81) 12mo
Science (n=48) 12mo
Neuro-Oncology (n=12) 12 mo

All Journals (n=592) 12mo

T Davis et alBMJ 2008:337:a568
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Why readership but no citation effect?
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« Randomized experiments show little (if any) OA
citation effect; however, they do show article
download effect.

 The “OA citation advantage” appears largely to
be an artifact of self-selection (better articles

made freely-available).

« If an “OA citation advantage” does exists, It IS
smaller than initially estimated, and may be
declining with timet.

TP. Davis. Author-choice open access publishingpéndiological and medical literature.
JASIST2009; 60:3-8http:/hdl.handle.net/1813/11647




Free access to the scientific

literature
Increase dissemination of research results

Speed up the transfer of knowledge to industry
Improve health care
Empower the general public

Reach the disadvantaged in developing
countries

A citation advantage is not__ a benefit of OA



