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OLE analysis 

1. 
Yes. My colleges will have different opinions of whether to republish or not. There is already a conflict. 

2. 
Yes. In the research community in general, people will have different opinions. There is also a conflict 

between the journals. Both want subscribers, and citations. 

3. 

 The first author 

 The other authors 

 The proposer 

 The department/university 

 Science in general 

 Research competitors 

 The funding agencies 

 The journal (previous and new) 

 Society. 

 

4. 

 Money (the department, competitors) 

 Career possibilities (authors, competitors) 

 Trustworthiness (science, authors, department) 

 Time (authors and readers) 

 Opportunity cost (competitors -alternative novel publication) 

 Availability of our results (new journal, other researchers, science, funding agency) 

 Visibility (funding agency, department) 

 Progress in science (society, science) 

 Fairness (researchers). 

5. 
The first value mentioned in the OLE question 4 is the money for the department or the scientific 

competitors. If there is a publication then the department will potentially gain money in the form of 

future funding, however at the same time the competitors (at other universities) will lose money since 

they would possibly be competing for the same pool of limited funding.  

 

Similarly, the career prospects for the authors and competitors will be affected in the same way, that is, 

more publications will help the author’s prospects and hurt those of the competitors.  
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In terms of trustworthiness, republishing already published material would negatively impact the 

trustworthiness of the authors and the department.  

 

Republishing previous results would waste the time of both the authors (i.e., while reformatting and 

rewriting older results) and the readers (i.e., while rereading results they are already aware of).  

 

The journals typically have a set number of articles they publish in each issue; consequently publishing 

a non-novel article will mean that the competitors will have fewer potential publication slots available.  

 

We define the availability of the results as their potential for being read and thereafter used in an actual 

application setting. We feel that the republishing of results in a different journal will increase the 

chances that the results are viewed by a large number of people and consequently translated into an 

actual application. This would positively impact science in general, the research community, the 

publishing journal as well as the funding agency.  

 

The department and the funding agency would get more visibility.  

 

At the same time we feel that such a practice would not be fair to the competitors and neither science 

and nor society would benefit from it in the long run. 

6. 
Take the best decision, using the ColLab. Motivate the decision for our colleges, point out how they 

benefit from it. 


