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 ABSTRACT 

In July 2017, the Journal of Biomedical Practitioner (JBP) starts publications with its first 
number. Since its debut JBP would offer itself as a meeting place to health professionals, free 
to all and Open Access, without prejudices for experience exchanging between people that work 
in Biomedical Sciences with various purposes from welfare, diagnostic-therapeutic, rehabilitation 
and prevention, to the fields of basic and clinical research. 

JBP it’s a six-monthly publication, with double-blind peer review, written in Italian and English 
language. 

This editorial aims to analyze in deep the journal path in these 4 years, reporting the poster 
contents shown at 2° Congresso Nazionale della Federazione Nazionale Ordini dei Tecnici Sanitari 
Radiologia Medica e delle Professioni Sanitarie Tecniche, della Riabilitazione e della Prevenzione 
(FNO TSRM e PSTRP) that took place in Rimini on 19-21 november 2021. 

The improvement of quality standards offered will be highlighted, noting the fundamental role 
of the contribution of the auditors. The metadata analysis on the OJS/PKP platform, which is 
used by the journal and in turn it’s hosted by Sistema di Riviste Open Access (SIRIO@Unito) of 
the University of Turin, shows much interesting information about the article submitted: we 
received 90 article proposals and the 57% was published, of which the 16% was written in the 
two languages. The mean time needed was 62 days for the revision process and 110 days to get 
the article published. In each year were published a mean of 13 papers and 60% of them were 
written by authors from different professional areas. 

http://www.ojs.unito.it/index.php/jbp
mailto:jbp@unito.it
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The fast access to the contents and the indexing of JPB on the main directories of Open Access 
Journals are the best reasons to choose this journal for publishing in the Biomedical Science 
areas. 

Keywords: Open Access, scientific publications, peer review, Open Science, auditors, editors. 

THE OPEN SCIENCE 

The healthcare emergency resulting from the Covid-19 pandemic has changed the way of work-
ing and communicating, highlighting the need for a better collaboration globally. The urgent need 
for finding quick and effective solutions to the pandemic underlined the importance of sharing 
data, publications, software, and other types of scientific results in the most open way possible, 
as well as the need to accelerate the biomedical research, that was driven by the pandemic 
experience, has found a good outcome by applying Open Science methods. This movement seeks 
to extend and share the principle of Open Science at every step of the research process, from 
data, protocols, and software to the final results. The final purpose is to share information in 
the fastest, broadest and most effective way possible in the context of improved sustainability, 
rigour and responsibility of research. 

Scientific progress can be faster if the available data is shared as soon as possible (not only 
the final summary of the research), by making all the results accessible and collaborating in an 
open way. 

These benefits are manifested on several fronts: for science itself, becoming more transparent, 
verifiable and reproducible, as well as more efficient in contributing to the process of creating 
the knowledge; for companies, which can take advantage of the research results and offer more 
innovative products combining them with their specific skills and resources; for the whole society, 
for the population, for the administrators whose decisions deriving from such data are more 
objective, for teachers and professionals who benefit from such updates, and also to healthcare 
professionals and doctors who work to look after population health in the best way possible. 

One of the key points of the Open Science is the Open Access, that allows free and unrestricted 
access to the knowledge produced by research (image 1).  

The fundamental elements that a journal must guarantee in order to declare itself Open Access 
are: 

Free, irrevocable, global, continuous access to the work must be guaranteed, granting the 
license to: copy, distribute, transmit, view the work publicly and distribute derivative works 
through any digital way for any responsible purpose, without prejudice to attribution to the 
author. 

Digital archiving of the work immediately after its initial publication, by filing a complete 
version of it in an appropriate standard electronic format, with all additional data related to it, 
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together with a copy of the authorisation indicated above, in at least one online archive supported 
by an institution or academic company, governmental agency or other established organisation 
that ensures its unlimited distribution, interoperability and long-term archiving. 

United Nations, UNESCO, OECD and World Health Organization have embraced the Open Science 
as a key element to achieve goals of development by 2030. For everyone’s benefit, the European 
Commission has worked for years attempting to ensure the publicly funded research availability. 
In the programme Horizion2020 there was already an obligation to make available all research 
results and data in the form of Open Access. The project must include the Open Science measures 
adopted in the presentation of the research methodology, in addition to the public obligations of 
projects approved for public fundings.  

In line with these trends and adhering to the Open Science movement, in July 2017 the first 
issue of the Journal of Biomedical Practitioners has been published to offer healthcare profes-
sionals a free and unprejudiced meeting place. 

This editorial explores the course of the JBP magazine on the basis of the contents presented 
on the occasion of the 2nd National Congress of Medical Radiology Technicians and Technical 
Healthcare Professions, Rehabilitation and Preventions Orders, held in Rimini from 19 th – 21st 
November 2021. 

 

Figure 1: Open Science components, image from UNESCO recommendations. 
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THE JBP JOURNAL 

JBP’ primary objective is to act as a forum for exchanging experiences between professionals 
of Biomedical Sciences, regardless of the charitable, diagnostic-therapeutic, rehabilitative or 
preventive purposes of their work, carried out in the field of basic research or in the clinical 
setting. 

The journal is scheduled to be published every six months, with double-blind peer review, 
admitting contributions in both Italian and English languages, trying to fill an editorial gap in 
the Italian context on these themes. 

JBP is hosted on the Sirio@unito (Open Access Magazine System) of the University of Turin, 
based on the open-source software OJS (Open Journal Systems); it provides quality requirements, 
immediate and free access and it is present on the main Open Access Databases, such as Directory 
of Open Access Journal (DOAJ), Bielefeld Academic Search Engine (BASE), Open Access Infra-
structure for Research in Europe (Openaire), Google Scholar and Directory of Open Access 
(ROAD). For these reasons, it may be a preferential means of publication for obtaining funding 
under Horizon Europe. 

A copyright license CC-BY-SA 4.0 is adopted for the contents and therefore respondent to the 
criteria of Open Science. To date, among the 57 national journals in the DOAJ database, JBP is 
the only one that publishes using this kind of license. 

The type of license that has been released by the Creative Commons project, allows the dis-
tribution, modification and creation of derivative works from the original; this includes commer-
cial purposes, so far as the sources are clearly cited and the authorship recognised; this new 
work must be subject to the same license, a choice that favours the open access licences. It is 
fair to point out the activity carried out by the reviewers, as well as all the JBP authors, Editorial 
Committee, and Scientific Committee, are made free of charge, for the committed support to the 
cultural and scientific development of the sector. 

Availability and contribution of the reviewers have often improved the editorial proposals that 
have been received, in accordance with JBP’s main objective of contributing to the cultural and 
professional growth of the authors therefore improving their performance for the benefit of the 
community. Sincere thanks are addressed to them for the time dedicated to the journal. 

CONTRIBUTIONS 

After 4 years, we resume below what has been done; through the metadata and workflow 
present in the platform database it was possible to extract the data relating to the editorial 
proposals submitted to JBP in the period July 2017 – December 2021. It has emerged that of 
the 90 proposals received by the editorial staff, just over half (57%) were published (Figure 2). 
Of these, 16% were published in English (and Italian), and 10% came from a dissertation. 
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It is evident that the difficulty in proposing scientific contributions in English limits the inter-
national diffusion and citation of work that has been published in the journal: consequently, the 
editorial line of the journal aims to encourage the publication of scientific contributions in Eng-
lish, therefore increasing the translation support and language verification. 

In addition to a new strategy for the English language, the aim will be to reduce the number 
of rejected articles, to facilitate and promote the culture of research and its dissemination and 
helping those who are not particularly familiar with methods of structuring scientific contribu-
tions. Some articles on how to draft a scientific contribution have already been published in the 
past, in order to fill the gaps in the areas where the knowledge about scientific documentation 
is lacking. 

Figure 3 shows the average time required for the revision of an article (62 days) and the total 
time required for its publication (110 days), which is shorter than the average times required for 
other journals in the same field. 

 
Figure 2: percentages of articles received, published and unpublished, their multi/mono professionalism 
(between July 2017 and December 2021). 

 

Figure 3: average review and publication times (in days) between July 2017 and December 2021. 

In the period under review, an average of 13 articles per year were published: in 60% of 
cases the authors belonged to a different profession (Fig.2), highlighting the reality of transver-
sal collaboration, in some cases belonging to contexts that are external to bio-healthcare pro-
fessions, this latter element is of great interest. 
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Out of 21 health professions involved, it emerges that the most numerically represented are 
the Radiology Technicians, followed by Doctors in second place and Physicists in third place 
(Fig.5). The numerical prevalence of Radiology Technicians can be led to the fact that member-
ship in this profession is significant among the journal’s founders: consequently, the circulation 
of the journal was faster among the Radiology Technicians and initially received a great number 
of editorial proposals. This percentage is expected to decrease gradually, assuming a progressive 
enlargement of the journal to a wider and more varied professional participation. 

Figure 5 represents the geographical distribution of the articles published according to the 
origin of the first author. Out of 11 regions, Piedmont is the most represented with 12 published 
works, followed by Tuscany and Lombardy with 7 articles each and by Lazio with 6 articles. These 
data confirm the national character assumed by the journal. 

 

Figure 4: profession of the authors who submitted works on JBP. 

 

Figura 5: Region of origin of the articles published on JBP (first author). 
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Analysing the reasons of the refusal to publish the submitted works, the most common are the 
failure to comply with the editorial guidelines (59%) and failure to respond to the reviewers’ 
comments (36%). This is probably linked to the authors difficulties in editing, integrating and 
completing the work as requested. 

Only 3% of editorial proposals did not pass the plagiarism test (Turnitin), and a small per-
centage of authors decided to withdraw the work (2%)(Fig.6). 

Another relevant aspect are the origin sectors of the research that worked on the published 
articles (Fig.7). 65% of the published works come from the public sector, with an interesting 
19% of virtuous cooperation between public and private. 

 

Figure 6: causes of non-publication on JBP 

 

Figure 7: sectors of origin of the articles published on JBP. 

Finally, we wondered how much the journal has circulated and, referring to the official data 
of the platform, there are over 6000 downloads of full text articles (Fig.8), with a good, positive 
trend (as of 18/11/2021). 

This is obviously only a partial indicator, because it is easy to expect an exchange of both 
digital and independently printed version between colleagues, which is not directly recordable. 
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Figure 8: downloads trend (from july 2017 to november 2021) 

THE FUTURE OF JBP 

The availability and competence of the reviewers, combined with the considerable time they 
dedicated to the quality and care of the published works, made JBP a unique editorial proposal 
in the Italian context, flexible and open to a large public of professionals. 

The amount of downloads and its trend (which grows by about a thousand units a year) appear 
to demonstrate a keen interest in the scientific community, which makes us feel all the responsi-
bility connected with this result. 

 In view of a growth path in the open science context, the next goal is to adopt the ‘open 
review’ model, that is a standard peer review, where the identities of reviewers and authors are 
made open by publishing reports of the review to allow for bigger participation in the review 
process. 

With the spirit of an even larger sharing of knowledge, we are also preparing a new editorial 
project: the publication in digital format of contests such as monographic e-books, manuals and 
conference proceedings. This will be inserted in the section dedicated to the Series of the JBP-
Library, following the Open Access rules, intended as a valid and effective tool for disseminating 
knowledge. 

The JBP editorial board 

Francesco Paolo Sellitti (Direttore Responsabile), Antonio Alemanno, Luca Camoni, Mario Co-
riasco, Luciana Gennari, Manuela Giacomelli, Patrizia Gnagnarella, Alessandro Piedimonte, Sergio 
Rabellino, Annamaria Vernone, Simone Urietti. 
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