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To be read in conjunction with the Aston University Open Access Policy and Code of Practice
Gold Open Access (OA) publication will be the exception rather than the rule.  
The aim of providing Gold OA funding is to increase exposure of high-quality articles that may result in higher citation rates that could lead to 4* ranking (or 3* or 4* for RCUK funded publications) or support 4* impact case studies. Only very high quality papers with a likelihood of good impact will be considered for funding. The limited funds available will mean that the majority of papers will not be selected for Gold OA. 
The School will follow the University Policy on Gold OA funding (hyperlink to be added). 
The following are general checkpoints to consider before applying for Gold OA:
1) Funds must not be available from any other source. Some grant agencies still allow publication charges to be requested as part of the grant application or applied for retrospectively, and it is expected that these should always be requested and used.
2) The publication must be REF returnable.  
3) Reviews, other than systematic reviews that include novel findings, will not qualify.  
4) The publishing journal should be abstracted on ISI or an equivalent.
5) The quality of the paper must be rated as 4* (or 3* or 4* for RCUK funded publications) by internal review by the ADR and relevant member of Research Strategy Committee or their nominees. In exceptional circumstances the quality thresholds may be relaxed to 2* where there is a clear likelihood of significant impact from the publication or research, for example where the author can robustly demonstrate that it is likely to lead to a 4* Impact Statement for our REF submission. 
6) The Aston employee applying for the funds should normally be the lead or corresponding author of the paper.
7) The person applying must provide a copy of the manuscript and a short justification of why it should be considered for Gold OA publishing.
8) The funds will cover the Article Processing Charge (APC) only. Page charges, colour print versions, etc will not be funded.  
9) The acceptance of a paper by an Open Access only journal will not automatically qualify it for funding.  The paper must still meet the minimum requirements outlined above. If you are considering publishing in an Open Access only journal you should ensure that you have alternative funds available from your own sources before submitting the manuscript, or have the manuscript reviewed by the internal process before submission.
10) Currently NO funder requires that publications resulting from their funds are Gold OA; Green OA is sufficient in all cases and this safeguards the interests of authors.  
11) The decision for Gold OA is primarily an allocation of funding and Open Access can also be achieved by the Green route. Exceptionally, if an author is concerned that the quality of a paper rejected for Gold OA has been misjudged and a quick dialog with the Deputy Dean does not result in a common understanding, a second opinion will be sought from another senior member of staff.



Guidance on 3* and 4 * papers
The following Interpretation of generic level definitions is extracted from the Guidance for Submissions for Main Panel B (includes Engineering, Computing and maths) from the last Ref.
In assessing outputs, the sub-panels will look for evidence of originality, significance and rigour and apply the generic definitions of the starred quality levels as follows:
a. In assessing work as being four star (quality that is world leading in terms of originality, significance and rigour), sub-panels will expect to see evidence of, or potential for, some of the following types of characteristics:
· agenda-setting
· research that is leading or at the forefront of the research area
· great novelty in developing new thinking, new techniques or novel results
· major influence on a research theme or field
· developing new paradigms or fundamental new concepts for research
· major changes in policy or practice 
· major influence on processes, production and management
· major influence on user engagement.
b. In assessing work as being three star (quality that is internationally excellent in terms of originality, significance and rigour but which falls short of the highest standards of excellence), sub-panels will expect to see evidence of, or potential for, some of the following types of characteristics:
· makes important contributions to the field at an international standard
· contributes important knowledge, ideas and techniques which are likely to have a lasting influence, but are not necessarily leading to fundamental new concepts 
· significant changes to policies or practices
· significant influence on processes, production and management
· significant influence on user engagement.

