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本日の内容
1.OA方針と学術情報流通
2.OA方針の現状

1. ROARMAPとSherpa/JulietにみるOA方針の動向

2. 大学によるOA方針

3. 政府・研究助成機関によるOA方針

3.まとめ



OA方針：7つの利点 (SPARC Europe 2014)

1. 体系的な研究成果の視認性向上
2. ランキング上昇
3. より迅速な革新的・経済的成長への寄与
4. 新しい共同研究と機関収入
5. 研究成果の価値の上昇
6. 機関の社会的影響力・評判の上昇
7. 機関のOAへ傾倒を例証
7 institutional benefits to implementing an Open Access policy. http://sparceurope.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/08/SPARCEurope-7OABenefits4ResearchOrgs.pdf



オープンアクセス ポリシー
•ポリシー

• ある問題を解決するために，決定された解決の行動
指針と具体的手段

• 目的，対象，手段

•「オープンアクセス」ポリシー
• オープンアクセスに関する問題を解決するために，
決定された解決の行動指針と具体的手段



OA方針の利害関係者
•研究者
•大学
•大学図書館
•政府•研究助成機関
•学会・商業出版社
•一般市民/納税者
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大学におけるOA方針
•先駆的大学

• Soton(2003), QUT(2003),  Minho(2004)

•二大方式
• Liege式方針

• 業績評価・昇進条件

• Harvard式方針

• 教員による研究成果：OAがデフォルト

• 教員が大学に許諾を与える



即時登録
免除無し

権利保有権利保有 出版社の
条件準拠

即時登録
免除無し 著者→大学 大学

出版社の
条件準拠

例 Liege Harvard QUT Soton

義務化 Y Y Y Y

即時登録 Y Usually Usually N

エンバーゴ Y（全文）
メタデータ即OA

Usually
←

Usually
←

Y
出版社指定に準拠

権利保有 Optional Y Y N

免除規定 N Y Y N
Source: Policy Guidelines FOR THE DEVELOPMENT AND PROMOTION OF OPEN ACCESS.



Gargouri Y, Hajjem C, Lariviere V, Gingras Y, et al. (2010) Self-Selected or Mandated, Open Access Increases Citation Impact for Higher Quality Research. PLoS ONE 5(10): e13636.

 

Figure 3. Minho Percentage Deposit, Deposit Delay, and Average Citations, 
by Year. 
3a (top): X’s indicate number of U Minho ISI-indexed articles published in 2004-
2012 (scale on right). Bars are percentage by publication year of articles made 
Public Access (PA, dark green), Restricted Access (RA, light green) or not 
deposited (gray) by September 2013. 
3b (middle): Average delay (in months) for PA and RA deposits. 
3c (bottom): Average citation counts for PA, RA and not-deposited 
 

 

3. Deposit Percentage for ISI-indexed Articles. The total number of Minho 
articles published between 2004 and 2012 and indexed by Thomson-Reuters ISI 
database was about 5700. The metadata for those articles were extracted from 
the Minho Institutional Repository (IR) in September 2013. Figure 2 (& Table 1, 
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Figure 4. Comparing Deposit Rates. Percent Public Access deposits (PA), 
Restricted Access deposits (RA), Metadata Only and Not Deposited for the 
universities of Liège, Minho, Surrey (Mandated) and Lancaster (Non-Mandated) 
as well as the averages for 26 Mandated and 73 Non-Mandated UK repositories 
that were analyzed for publication year 2012 

 
 
5. Importance of Immediate Access.!Over 60% of journals endorse immediate, 
unembargoed Green OA self-archiving today. So there is really no reason why 
PA deposits should not all be at least 60%. In addition, most of the 40% of 
publishers who embargo Green OA have now been forced, because of the 
demand for OA from the author community, to reduce their embargoes to a year 
or even six months. Yet PA after 6-12 months or more is still not Open Access 
(OA), which means immediate access: It is delayed access (DA). And delaying 
access matters, because lost research access means lost research uptake, 
usage, and impact as Figure 5 shows -- hence lost (not just delayed) research 
applications, productivity and progress.Physics papers that are not made OA 
before or at publication never reach the citation level of OA papers; this is not just 
an OA effect, it is also an early access effect (Gentil-Beccot et al 2010). In a fast-
moving field, one must strike while the iron is hot. (Note that even though there is 
no doubt an element of author self-selection in the Gentil-Beccot et al effect – 
with authors of better papers more likely to make them OA – the effect is too big 
to be just an author bias: the OA citation advantage is still present, though 
smaller in size, even for papers that are OA because OA self-archiving was 
mandatory, rather than just author self-selection; Gargouri et al 2012a.) 
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Gargouri Y, Lariviere V, Harnad, S.  Ten-year Analysis of University of Minho Green OA Self-Archiving Mandate. Rodrigues, Eloy, Swan, Alma and Baptista, Ana Alice (eds.) Ten-
year Anniversary of University of Minho RepositoriUM. http://eprints.soton.ac.uk/358882/



政府・研究助成機関のOA方針
•先駆的機関

• WT，ERC，NIH，HHMI

•近年の動向
• 英国：フィンチレポート/ HEFCE REF2020

• Green OA→Gold OAの推奨
• 研究評価の条件としてのOA

• 米国：OSTP，FASTR，FIRST

• OSTP
• 年間1億ドル以上の研究予算の政府機関へOA方針策定義務

• CHORUSとSHARE
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All UK authors
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 [n = 539 ]

5 – I fully understand the policy 4 3 2 1 – I do not understand the policy 

Introduction 

Policy type: Gold and Green Open Access 
 

What do funded 
researchers have to do? 

x Choose either Gold or Green Open Access for their funded research; 
x If choosing Gold, they must sign a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) licence 

when publishing their article; 
x If choosing Green, they must deposit their article in a repository within a 

maximum of 12 months (STM) or 24 months (SSH) from publication; 
x They should also disclose the location of underlying research data. 
 

Further information: This summary of the policy has been created by Taylor & Francis for this purpose of 
this survey. For complete and up to date information please follow the links below to 
visit  the  funder’s  website.  Please  note  that  not  all  OA  policies  for  United  Kingdom  are  
listed here.  

http://www.rcuk.ac.uk/research/openaccess/ 
 
 

 Awarenss of the Policy 

 
Are you aware of this Policy? 

[n = 882] 
 

z Yes 62% z No 38% 
 

Publishing work under this Policy 

 
Have you published work under 
this Policy previously? [n = 873] 

 

z Yes 14% z No 53% z Unsure 32% 
 

 
Will you publish work under this 

Policy in the future? [n = 872] 
 

z Yes 42% z No 3% z Unsure 55% 
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5 – I fully understand the policy 4 3 2 1 – I do not understand the policy 

Introduction 

Policy type: Green Open Access 
 
 

What do funded 
researchers have to do? 

They should ensure free public online access to a machine-readable version of either 
the  Author’s  Accepted  Manuscript  version  or  the  final  published  article  within  12  
months of publication. 
 
 

Further information: This summary of the policy has been created by Taylor & Francis for this purpose of 
this survey. For complete and up to date information please follow the links below to 
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listed here. See section 527 of this bill:  
 
https://beta.congress.gov/bill/113th-congress/house-bill/3547  

 
 

 

Taylor & Francis Open Access Survey Open Access Mandates. http://www.tandfonline.com/page/openaccess/opensurvey/2014
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英国・RCUK方針 米国・2014年統合予算法修正案, HR 3547
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日本のOA方針
•博士論文

• 岡大（2011, 義務化）
• 文科省（2013, 義務化）
•大学

• 北大（2008，成果，強く推奨）
• JAIST（2008，業績DB登録論文，原則登録）
• 岡大（2011，学内助成研究，義務化）
• 名工大（2012，論文，原則登録）
•研究助成機関

• JST（2013，助成研究論文，推奨）





種類 義務/推奨
対象 学術雑誌論文/会議録/図書/研究データ/メタデータ
登録先 機関リポジトリ/主題リポジトリ/共有リポジトリ
バージョン 出版者版/著者最終稿/プレプリント
エンバーゴ 即時登録/エンバーゴ有り/エンバーゴ有り+非公開登録

免除規定 有り/無し
権利付与 大学/著者
遵守 確認あり/なし
罰則 あり/なし

Gold OA あり/なし



OA方針の策定状況
•地域

• ヨーロッパ・北米が先導
• 他地域は，研究助成機関はわずか
• 日本の学協会の対応は遅れている

•対象
• 学術論文＋研究データ•方式
• Green OA + Gold OA

•モニタリング・ペナルティの有無
• 一部の研究助成機関・大学で実施



まとめ
•方針策定は容易ではない（Armbruster 2011）

• 研究機関の文化・政治，数年単位の仕事
• Hita-hita and/or Mandate?

•方針の失敗
• 策定自体(U of Maryland)，策定後の失敗(NIH)

• 経験の共有（Good Practice, Bad Practice）

•方針の評価
• OA方針施行後の評価は可能か
• 機関の全研究成果の捕捉/OA化の把握は困難 

Armbruster C. Open access policy implementation: first results compared. Learned Publishing. 2011, 24(4), p.311–324.



まとめ
•方針策定におけるアートとサイエンス

• 方針設計に必要な経験的知識
• プロセスおよび方針決定上必要な知識
•求められるもの

• 客観的な証拠，リーダーシップ，評価（Suber 2012)

• 方針，アドボカシー，インフラ
• 方針の目標，対象，手段

•方針策定は，可能性を開くにすぎない
Suber,  P. Open Access. MIT Press. 2012, 242p.


