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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 high 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’s Code of Practice regarding Open Access (see website). 
The following are general checkpoints to consider before applying for Gold OA:
1) The publication must be REF returnable.  
2) Reviews, other than systematic reviews that include novel findings, will not qualify.  
3) The publishing journal should be abstracted on ISI, PubMed or an equivalent.
4) The quality of the paper must be rated as 4* - world leading in terms of originality, significance and rigour. In exceptional circumstances, 3* papers will be considered if they are likely to lead to a 4* Impact Statement for our REF submission.  
5) For RCUK funded papers, funds will be made available for 3* publication. 
6) The Aston employee applying for the funds are expected to be the lead or corresponding author of the paper.
7) The person applying must fill in the online application form and/or contact openaccess@aston.ac.uk, and provide a copy of the manuscript with a 150 words justification for consideration for Gold OA publishing. 
8) The funds will cover the Article Processing Charge (APC) only.
9) The acceptance of a paper by an Open Access only journal will not automatically qualify it for funding unless it meets the above criteria.
10) If you need to clarify whether institutional funds will be available you should have the manuscript reviewed by the internal process before submission.
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 Associate 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 criteria for assessing outputs are their ‘originality, rigour and significance’. ‘Significance’ may be defined as the likelihood of making a difference through intellectual influence within the field or academic environment, or through actual or potential use beyond this.
3*papers are “internationally excellent in terms of originality, significance and rigour”, and will fulfil a number of the following criteria:

· show significant insight into knowledge/practice/policy
· have novelty and originality
· be substantive – e.g. contain significant data
· be multidisciplinary/multi-approach
· be based on innovative or state-of-the-art methodology
· have a compelling abstract and conclusion
· be supported by publication in a high-quality journal
· contribute important knowledge, ideas and techniques with lasting impact, but not necessarily new paradigms or fundamental new concepts
· lead to significant change to policies or practices

4* papers are “world-leading in terms of originality, significance and rigour”, and in addition to the 3* criteria will be likely to fulfil a number of the following criteria:

· provide a substantial step-change in knowledge or the ability to generate knowledge
· have a major influence on a research theme or field, change the fundamental perception of the field or open up completely new avenues of research, creating new paradigms or concepts in the field
· result in a major change in national or international policy or practice
· be agenda setting
· show substantial novelty in developing new thinking, new techniques or novel results
· include strong co-authorship, usually including international co-authors
· be highly interdisciplinary
· be supported by publication in a leading journal

4* research is highly likely to be followed up and therefore highly cited. It will have major effects such that other researchers would try to disprove, reproduce or follow up the findings, and adapt their research as a consequence. Strong 4* papers are likely to be paradigm changing, where long-held beliefs are shown to be incorrect or incomplete, and the consequences of the research will be obvious. They may include major syntheses that advance our understanding of a field or behaviour or major new datasets/model developments, etc. that represent a coming together of areas, creating step changes in model application or measurement (e.g. the first ever simulation/ measurement of a phenomenon). Important “firsts” that have importance and consequences are likely to be long-standing are likely to be 4*.

