MOST VALUABLE OPEN ACCESS REPOSITORIES IN GERMANY
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THE IDEA OF AN OPEN ACCESS REPOSITORY RANKING

What makes a good open access publication repository
next to the scientific quality and impact of its content? The
assumption that lies behind the metric of this ranking (see
criteria and scores in the right column) is that the quality of
an open access repository is the sum of its characteristics,
services and commitments being of value to the user,
(harvesting) service providers and the open access
movement as a whole. Based on 2014 Census of Open
Access Repositories in Germany, Austria and Switzerland [1]
data that has been categorized for this ranking into General
Information, Usability, Value-added Services, Metadata,
Interoperability and Community. The metric is a first sketch
that tries to take up the challenge of finding a proper
definition of what is a high quality open access repository.
This metric is not meant to be a final metric and needs
future iterations based on the feedback of the repository
manager community. The development of such an open
metric together with the community is openness and
transparency at its best.

The upcoming project Open Access Repository Ranking [2]
will present what is visualized on this poster in a continious
way. The idea of this ranking is to provide the community
with an overview of what is best practice and how this can
be achieved. The incentives to improve a service by taking
up small steps eventually will lead to an overall
improvement of the open access repository landscape.

[1] For the research data of the 2014 Census see:
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10734
[2] For the ranking metric see: www.repositoryranking.org

TOP 50 GERMAN OPEN ACCESS REPOSITORIES

RANK SCORE NAME, INSTITUTION (REFERENCE) RANK SCORE NAME, INSTITUTION (REFERENCE)

l. 38 ECONSTOR, ZBW (1) XI. 21 QUCOSA, SLUB DRESDEN (27)

1. 36 OPEN ACCESS LMU, LMU MUNCHEN (2) PUBLIKATIONSSERVER, UNIVERSITAT POTSDAM (28)

1l. 35 PEDOCS, DIPF (3) HOCHSCHULPUBLIKATIONEN, UNIVERSITAT FRANKFURT (M) (29)

AVA 32 KOPS, UNIVERSITAT KONSTANZ (4) MUNICH PERSONAL REPEC ARCHIVE (30)

V. 31 PUB, UNIVERSITAT BIELEFELD (5) SCIDOK, SULB SAARBRUCKEN (31)

\"/R 29 GOESCHOLAR, SUB GOTTINGEN (6) PSYDOK, SULB SAARBRUCKEN (32)

VII. 25 DISSERTATIONEN ONLINE, FREIE UNIVERSITAT BERLIN (7) XILI. 20 PUBLIKATIONSSERVER, FH BRANDEBURG (33)

EDOC, HUMBOLDT-UNIVERSITAT ZU BERLIN (8) OPUS FAU, UNIVERSITAT ERLANGEN-NURNBERG (34)
MEDIATUM, TU MUNCHEN (9) MADOC, MANNHEIM (35)

HEIDOK, UNIVERSITAT HEIDELBERG (10) GERMAN MEDICAL SCIENCE, AWMF (36)

VTS UNIVERSITAT ULM (11) DIGITALE BIBLIOTHEK THURINGEN (37)

VIILI. 24 SERWISS, FH HANNOVER (12) INSTITUT FUR KLIMA, UMWELT, ENERGIE, WUPPERTAL (38)
COLOGNE OPEN SCIENCE, FH KOLN (13) KIDOKS - KIRCHLICHER DOKUMENTENSERVER, AKTHB (39)
FRAUNHOFER-EPRINTS (14) X1l 19 QUCOSA, TU BERGAKADEMIE FREIBERG (40)

OCEANREP, HELMHOLTZ KIEL (15) LMU DIGITALE HOCHSCHULSCHRIFTEN, LMU MUNCHEN (41)
SSOAR, GESIS (16) MONARCH, TU CHEMNITZ (42)
PUBLIKATIONSSERVER, REGENSBURG (17) OPUS, PH LUDWIGSBURG (43)

IX. 23 ARTDOK, UNIVERSITAT HEIDELBERG (18) ELEKTRONISCHE BIBLIOTHEK, SUUB BREMEN (44)
SAVIFADOK UNIVERSITAT HEIDELBERG (19) DIGITALES REPOSITORIUM, TU BERLIN (45)

KLUEDO, TU KAISERSLAUTERN (20) QUCOSA, TU DRESDEN (46)
PUBLIKATIONSSERVER, IDS (21) OPUS, KONRAD-ZUSE-ZENTRUM BERLIN (47)

X. 22 GFZ PUBLICATIONS, HELMHOLTZ POTSDAM (22) XIV. 18 OPUS, PH SCHWABISCH GMUND (48)
PROPYLAEUM-DOK, UNIVERSITAT HEIDELBERG (23) OOPS, UNIVERSITAT OLDENBURG (49)
TUBDOK, TU HAMBURG-HARBURG (24) XV. 17 GFZ E-BOOKS, HELMHOLTZ POTSDAM (50)
OPUS UNIVERSITAT BAMBERG (25)

OPUS, UNIVERSITAT STUTTGART (26)
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CRITERION (REFERENCE)

REPOSITORY TYPE (A)
UNIVERSITY BIBLIOGRAPHY (B)
CRIS (C)

DINI CERTIFICATE (D)
GROWTH (S, M, L) (E)

SIMPLE SEARCH (F)
ADVANCED SEARCH (G)
BROWSING (H)

SITEMAP (1)

CONTACT INFORMATION (J)
GERMAN GUI (K)

ENGLISH GUI (L)

USAGE STATISTICS (M)
ALTMETRICS (N)

CITATION GUIDELINES (O)
BIBLIOGRAPHIC EXPORT (P)
PUBLIC CHECKSUM (Q)

RSS FEED (R)

SOCIAL NETWORKS (S)

COVER PAGE (T)

ENHANCED PUBLICATIONS (U)
MOBILE FORMATS (V)

PERSISTENT IDENTIFIER (W)
AUTHOR IDENTIFIER (X)
CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM (Y)
PROJECT INFORMATION (2)

OPENAIRE (AA)
SEO (AB)

DINI'VALIDATOR (AC)

RDF/ORE (AD)

PROTOCOLS (AE)

METADATA EXCHANGE (AF)

OPEN CONTENT LICENSES (AG)

LONG TERM PRESERVATION FORMAT (AH)

COAR MEMBERSHIP (Al)
BERLIN DECLARATION (AJ)
DFG OPEN ACCESS PUBLICATION FUND (AK)

In collaboration with:

Authors: Paul Vierkant, Maxi Kindling

(cc) (W




