
"Openness is a scientifically 

and societally relevant part of 

a published article's quality" 

Jan Velterop ï Vienna ï April 2016 



Openness is rarely 

seen (yet?) as a crucial 

element when judging a 

journal articleôs quality   



Quality is mostly what 

journal editors and peer 

reviewers deem an article 

to have ï however 

arbitrary and subjective. 



How right are they? 



ñThe most prestigious journals have the 

highest rates of retraction, and fraud 

and misconduct are greater sources of 

retraction in these journals than in less 

prestigious ones.ò 
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Some of the images you find 

when searching for 

óretractionô 



Retraction 





More images you 

find when 

searching for 

óretractionô 



In the same blogpost by Prof Curt Rice mentioned before: 

 

Commenting on an observation on replicability in  

The New Yorker: 

ñThe most likely explanation for the decline [of the 

strength of evidence] is an obvious one: regression to 

the mean. As the experiment is repeated, that is, an 

early statistical fluke gets cancelled out.ò 

Curt:  

ñYet it is exactly the spectacularity of statistical flukes 

that increase the odds of getting published in a high 

prestige journal.ò 

  Surely a measure 

of quality? 



Or is quality, illusionary or 

not, just a bureaucratic 

necessity in the scientific ego-

system? 



Quote often attributed to Einstein, possibly apocryphally 

ñNot everything that can be counted 

counts, and not everything that counts 

can be counted.ò 



nature sort of agrees 

Indeed! 

; but nature didnôt do irony in 2006 


