
Wellcome Open Research survey highlights 
  
A survey invitation was sent to the first 50 submitting authors on Wellcome Open Research to 
find out about their personal publishing experience and their views on the author-led post 
publication peer review model. We received an 84% response rate and below are the results of 
the survey: 
 
 
Q1. How did you find the publishing experience? 
 

 
For this analysis, ‘strongly agreed’ and ‘agreed’ are referred to as just ‘agreed and ‘strongly 
disagreed’ and ‘disagreed’ are referred to as just ‘disagreed’. 
  
I thought the overall submission process was efficient. 
95.23% agreed 
I was satisfied with the editorial service (level of support/ speed/ responsiveness). 
97.56% agreed 
I would publish in Wellcome Open Research again. 
85.37% agreed 
I would recommend Wellcome Open Research to my colleagues. 
83.34% agreed 



Q2. Why did you choose to publish in Wellcome Open Research? 
  
  
Highly important (in order of most important first): 
 

 
● Speed of publication (59.52%) 

 
● Ability to publish non-traditional research articles (e.g. data notes, null results, 

protocols etc.) (52.38%) 
 

● Author-led process & Open data (33.33%) 
 

● Open peer review (30.95%) 
 

● The platform is provided by Wellcome (26.19%) 
 

● Having publication costs covered (19.05%) 
  
 
 



Q3. How did you find the peer review process? 
 

 
For this analysis, ‘strongly agreed’ and ‘agreed’ are referred to as just ‘agreed and ‘strongly 
disagreed’ and ‘disagreed’ are referred to as just ‘disagreed’. 
 

● The overall peer review process was satisfying. 
            78.05% agreed 
 

● I liked selecting the most appropriate referees myself. 
            51.22% agreed, 39.02% neutral, 9.76% disagreed 
 

● Finding referees is too much work for authors. 
           23.81% too much work, 38.10% neutral, 38.09% didn’t think it was too much work. 
 

● Authors being able to select the referees improves the publication process. 
            40.47% agreed, 45.24 Neutral, 14.28% disagreed 
 

● I preferred the open peer review process to the traditional peer review process. 
            73.81% agreed, 23.81% Neutral, only 1 person disagreed 
 



Q4. What effect has authors choosing their own referees had on the peer 
review? 
 

 
 Respondents could answer more than one question. 
 

● 33.3% thought the referees may be less critical. 
● 45.24% thought whether authors or editors choose the referees makes no difference. 
● 64.29% thought that the peer review process allowed authors to ensure that referees 

have the right expertise. 
 
 
 
 
Q5: How can we improve the peer review process? 
 
A free text question (the survey was conducted without permissions to share individual comments). 
 
 
 



 
Q6. Did you use the referee selector tool to suggest referees? 

 

 
● 52.38% yes 
● 47.62% no 

  
 
Q7. If you answered yes to Q6, please tell us if you found the tool useful. If you 

answered no, please tell us why you didn't use it. 
 
 
A free text question (the survey was conducted without permissions to share individual comments). 
 
 
Q8. Are there any other specific points you would like to make about Wellcome 

Open Research? 
 
A free text question (the survey was conducted without permissions to share individual comments). 


