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ORIGINAL REVISED 30 May 2019 Change status
Criteria which are strongly recommended will 
be subject to review in 2024 and may become 
mandatory after the review.

Open Access Journals and Platforms Requirements for Publication Venues
The journal/platform must be registered in the 
Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ) or 
in the process of being registered

The journal/platform must be registered in the 
Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ) or 
in the process of being registered

No change. Yet this is now relevant for all OA 
journals and OA platforms.

1.1 Common requirements for all 
publication venues

Basic mandatory criteria for Plan S 
compliant Open Access journals and 
platforms

Basic mandatory conditions for all 
publication venues:

All scholarly content must be openly accessible 
(journal website or dedicated platform) and 
free to read and download immediately upon 
publication, without any kind of technical or 
other form of obstacles. Ommitted 
The journal/platform must enable authors to 
publish under a CC BY 4.0 license 
(alternatively CC BY-SA 4.0 or CCO)

Ommitted / redundant as in principle or 
guidelines

The journal/platform must offer 
authors/institutions the option of full copyright 
retention without any restrictions, i.e. no 
copyright transfer or license to publish that 
strips the author of essential rights.

The journal/platform must accept the retention 
of copyright by the authors or their institutions, 
at no extra cost. Licenses to publish must 
preserve the right and responsibility of the 
author/institution to make the VoR or the AAM 
of the article Open Access immediately upon 
publication, under an open license as defined 
in Part II Section 2 above.

Adjusted. Much more strongly enforces 
publsihers to comply with having to accept the 
retention of copyright and at no extra cost. 
Furthermore, it asks for the license to publish 
to make the VoR or  AAM of the article OA 
immediately on publication.
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The journal/platform must have a solid system 
in place for review according to the standards 
within the relevant discipline, and according to 
the standards of the Committee on Publication 
Ethics (COPE). Details on this must be openly 
available through the website.

cOAlition S emphasises the need for high 
quality journals, therefore requiring 
journals/platforms to have a solid system in 
place for review according to the standards 
within the relevant discipline and guided by the 
core practices and policies outlined by 
the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE). 
Details must be openly available on the 
respective journal and platform websites. In 
particular, payment of publication fees or 
waiver status must not in any way influence 
the editorial decision-making process on the 
acceptance of a paper.

Adjusted to specify that it expects publishers to 
state journal quality review processes openly 
on their sites. It now also requires publishers 
not to allow publication fees or waivers to 
influence the editorial decision-making process 
on the acceptance of a paper.

The journal/platform must provide automatic 
APC waivers for authors from low-income 
countries and discounts for authors from 
middle-income countries Now strong rec and requirement. See below
The journal must not have a mirror/sister 
subscription journal with substantial overlap in 
editorial board to avoid business models 
charging for both access and publication. Such 
journals will de facto be considered hybrid 
journals (see ‘Transformative Agreements’ 
below). Now strong rec and requirement. See below
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The journal/platform must either enable 
authors to publish with immediate and 
permanent Open Access (without any kind of 
technical or other form of obstacles) under an 
open license as defined in Part II Section 2 
above, or to deposit the AAM or VoR in an 
Open Access repository at no extra cost and 
under an open license as defined in Part II 
Section 2 above. In either case, no embargo 
period can be applied (including for early view 
versions, i.e., online VoR before inclusion in an 
issue). New
The journal/platform must provide, on its 
website, a detailed description of its editorial 
policies and decision-making processes. In 
addition, at least basic statistics must be 
published annually, covering in particular the 
number of submissions, the number of reviews 
requested, the number of reviews received, the 
approval rate, and the average time between 
submission and publication. New
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Mandatory quality criteria for Plan S 
compliant journals, platforms, and other 
venues

Mandatory technical conditions for all 
publication venues:

Transparent costing and pricing: information on 
the publishing costs and on any other factors 
impacting the publication fees (for example 
cross subsidising) must be openly available on 
the journal website/publishing platform. This 
must include details on direct costs, indirect 
costs and potential surplus

Transparent costing and pricing: information on 
the publishing costs and on any other factors 
impacting the publication fees must be openly 
available on the journal website/publishing 
platform (see also Part II Section 5 above).

No change, but now under Specific conditions 
applicable to Open Access journals and Open 
Access publishing platforms

Use of DOIs as permanent identifiers (PIDs 
with versioning, for example in case of 
revisions).

Use of persistent identifiers (PIDs) for scholarly 
publications (with versioning, for example, in 
case of revisions), such as DOI (preferable), 
URN, or Handle.

Adjusted: for scholarly publications, and adding  
DOI (preferable), URN, or Handles

Deposition of content with a long-term digital 
preservation or archiving programme (such as 
CLOCKSS).

Deposition of content with a long-term digital 
preservation or archiving programme (such as 
CLOCKSS, Portico, or equivalent). Adjusted: PORTICO, or equivalent added

Availability of the full text (including 
supplementary text and data when applicable 
and feasible) in machine readable format (for 
example XML), allowing for seamless Text and 
Data Mining (TDM)

Was requirement, now strong re Adjusted (see 
below)

Linking to underlying data, code, and so on 
available in external repositories

Was requirement, now strong rec. Adjusted 
(see below)

High quality article level metadata – including 
cited references – in standard interoperable 
format, under a CC0 public domain dedication. 
Metadata must include complete and reliable 
information on funding provided by cOAlition S 
funders

High-quality article level metadata in standard 
interoperable non-proprietary format, under a 
CC0 public domain dedication. Metadata must 
include complete and reliable information on 
funding provided by cOAlition S funders 
(including as a minimum the name of the 
funder and the grant number/identifier). Adjusted

Machine readable information on the Open 
Access status and the license embedded in 
the article

Machine-readable information on the Open 
Access status and the license embedded in the 
article, in standard non-proprietary format. Adjusted
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Recommended additional criteria for 
journals and platforms

Strongly recommended additional criteria 
for all publication venues:

Support for PIDs for authors (such as ORCID), 
funders, funding programmes and grants, 
institutions, and so on

Support for PIDs for authors (e.g., ORCID), 
funders, funding programmes and grants, 
institutions, and other relevant entities. No change

Direct deposition of publications by the 
publisher into Plan S compliant author 
designated or centralised Open Access 
repositories

Ommitted / redundant as in principle or 
guidelines

Openly accessible data on citations according 
to the standards by the Initiative for Open 
Citations I4OC

Openly accessible data on citations according 
to the standards by the Initiative for Open 
Citations (I4OC). Now strongly recommended
Registering the self-archiving policy of the 
venue in SHERPA/RoMEO. Was requirement, now strong rec

Availability of the full text (including 
supplementary text and data when applicable 
and feasible) in machine readable format (for 
example XML), allowing for seamless Text and 
Data Mining (TDM)

Availability for download of full text for all 
publications (including supplementary text and 
data) in a machine-readable community 
standard format such as JATS XML. Was requirement, now strong rec
Direct deposition of publications (in a machine-
readable community standard format such as 
JATS XML, and including complete metadata 
as described above) by the publisher into 
author designated or centralised Open Access 
repositories that fulfil the Plan S criteria.

Was requirement, now strong rec. Adjusted:  
specifies XML format and that FT must be for 
download, and omits seamless use of RDM

OpenAIRE compliance of the metadata.
Now also for all publication venues, not just 
repositories

Linking to data, code, and other research 
outputs that underlie the publication and are 
available in external repositories. (Formerly 
Linking to underlying data, code, and so on 
available in external repositories)

Was requirement, now strong rec. Adjusted to 
add other research outputs that underky 
publications. See also repositories below
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1.2 Specific conditions applicable to Open 
Access journals and Open Access 
publishing platforms:
The journal/platform must be registered in the 
Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ) or 
in the process of being registered.

This is now relevant for all OA journals and OA 
platforms  

In addition, the following criteria are required:
Open Access journals must not have a 
mirror/sister subscription journal with 
substantial overlap in editorial board to avoid 
business models charging for both access and 
publication. Such journals will de facto be 
considered ‘hybrid’ journals.

Though under strong recommendation, 
requirement. No substantive change to text 

Transparent costing and pricing: information on 
the publishing costs and on any other factors 
impacting the publication fees must be openly 
available on the journal website/publishing 
platform (see also Part II Section 5 above).

Though under strong recommendation, 
requirement. Builds on former mandatory 
requirement, but now adds that details on 
direct costs, indirect costs and potential 
surplus must be published

The journal/platform must provide APC waivers 
for authors from low-income economies and 
discounts for authors from lower middle-
income economies, as well as waivers and 
discounts for other authors with demonstrable 
needs. Waiver policies must be described 
clearly on the journal website/platform and 
statistics on waivers requested and granted 
must be provided. (Fomerly "The 
journal/platform must provide automatic APC 
waivers for authors from low-income countries 
and discounts for authors from middle-income 
countries")

Though under strong recommendation, 
requirement. Adjusted: Adding waivers and 
discounts for authors when justified. Publishers 
must also publish waiver policies on the journal 
website/platform and related statistics on 
waivers requested and granted.
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Deposition of Scholarly Content in Open 
Access Repositories 2. Requirements for Open Access Repositories See COAR

Requirements for authors and publishers
2.1 Requirements for Open Access 
repositories:

Version: the final published version of the 
publication (Version of Record) or at least the 
Author’s Accepted Manuscript (AAM).

Omitted; redundant as in principles or 
guidelines

Embargo: no embargo period can be applied; 
the publication must be fully available Open 
Access at the time of publication (including 
early view version)

Omitted; redundant as in principles or 
guidelines

License and Copyright: Authors/institutions 
must retain their copyright and articles must be 
made available under the CC BY 4.0 license 
(alternatively CC BY-SA 4.0 or CC0)

Omitted; redundant as in principles or 
guidelines

Self-archiving policy: The self-archiving 
('Green Open Access') policy of the venue 
where the article is published must be 
registered in Sherpa/Romeo Was requirement, now strong rec (see below)
Quality assurance/peer review: The venue 
where the article is published must have a 
solid system in place for review according to 
the standards within the relevant discipline, 
and according to the standards of the 
Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE). 
Details on this must be openly available 
through the website

Omitted; redundant as in principles or 
guidelines
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Quality criteria: The venue where the article is 
published must comply with the same quality 
criteria as compliant Open Access journals and 
platforms (see above) to the extent applicable. 
The ‘Recommended additional criteria for 
journals and platforms’ (see point 9.3) also 
apply here Omitted; redundant

Requirements for Plan S compliant Open 
Access repositories Mandatory criteria for repositories:
The repository must be registered in the 
Directory of Open Access Repositories 
(OpenDOAR) or in the process of being 
registered

The repository must be registered in the 
Directory of Open Access Repositories 
(OpenDOAR) or in the process of being 
registered. No change

Automated manuscript ingest facility
Was requirement, now strong rec and slighlty 
adjusted (see below)

Full text stored in XML in JATS standard (or 
equivalent) Was requirement, now strong rec (see below)
Quality assured metadata in standard 
interoperable format, including information on 
the DOI of the original publication, on the 
version deposited (AAM/VoR), on the open 
access status and the license of the deposited 
version. The metadata must fulfil the same 
quality criteria as Open Access journals and 
platforms (see above). In particular, metadata 
must include complete and reliable information 
on funding provided by cOAlition S funders. 
OpenAIRE compliance is strongly 
recommended

High quality article level metadata in standard 
interoperable non-proprietary format, under a 
CC0 public domain dedication. This must 
include information on the DOI (or other PIDs) 
both of the original publication and the 
deposited version, on the version deposited 
(AAM/VoR), and on the Open Access status 
and the license of the deposited version. 
Metadata must include complete and reliable 
information on funding provided by cOAlition S 
funders (including as a minimum the name of 
the funder and the grant number/identifier).

Adjusted: Metadata should now not be in 
proprietary format, and have a CCO license. It 
should include DOIs as well as other PIDs. 
Metadata needs to include information on 
funder name and the grant number/identifier as 
a minimum. Openaire has its own criteria

Open API to allow others (including machines) 
to access the content Was requirement, now strong rec (see below)
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QA process to integrate full text with core 
abstract and indexing services (for example 
PubMed) Was requirement, now strong rec (see below)

Continuous availability

Continuous availability (uptime at least 99.7%, 
not taking into account scheduled downtime for 
maintenance or upgrades).

Adjusted: More specified to include uptime at 
least 99.7%, but not taking into account 
scheduled downtime for maintenance or 
upgrades.

Helpdesk

Helpdesk: as a minimum an email address 
(functional mailbox) has to be provided; a 
response time of no more than one business 
day must be ensured.

Adjusted: More specified to include minimums 
of an email box and 1 day repsonse time

Use of PIDs for the deposited versions of the 
publications (with versioning, for example in 
case of revisions), such as DOI (preferable), 
URN, or Handle.

Adapted from original requirement in the 
Mandatory quality criteria for Plan S compliant 
journals, platforms, and other venues. The 
adapted requirement now also applies to 
repositories.

Machine readable information on the Open 
Access status and the license embedded in 
the article, in standard non-proprietary format.

Adapted from original requirement in the 
Mandatory quality criteria for Plan S compliant 
journals, platforms, and other venues. The 
adapted requirement now also applies to 
repositories.

Strongly recommended additional criteria 
for repositories:
Manuscript submission system that supports 
both individual author uploads and bulk 
uploads of manuscripts (AAM or VoR) by 
publishers.

Was  requirement, now strong rec. Adapted 
from Requirements for Plan S compliant Open 
Access repositories automated ingest activity 
to specify more clearly who uploads what.

Full text stored in a machine-readable 
community standard format such as JATS 
XML.

Was requirement, now strong rec. Text adds 
that full text should be machine-readable.
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Support for PIDs for authors (e.g., ORCID), 
funders, funding programmes and grants, 
institutions, and other relevant entities.

Adapted from Recommended additional criteria 
for journals and platforms. The adapted 
requirement now also applies to repositories.

Openly accessible data on citations according 
to the standards by the Initiative for Open 
Citations (I4OC).

Adapted from Recommended additional criteria 
for journals and platforms. The adapted 
requirement now also applies to repositories.

Open API to allow others (including machines) 
to access the content

Open API to allow others (including machines) 
to access the content. A compliant API must be 
free to access without any barrier. A light 
authentication mechanism such as a token for 
‘power users’ – e.g., high-traffic collaborators – 
is acceptable as long as there is a totally 
open/anonymous route too.

Was requirement, now strong rec. Adjusted: 
Adding access requirements for the API. It 
allows light authentication as long as this 
includes an open/anonymous route  

OpenAIRE compliance of the metadata. Was strongly recommended, now also

QA process to integrate full text with core 
abstract and indexing services (for example 
PubMed)

Quality assurance processes to link full-text 
deposits with authoritative bibliographic 
metadata from third party systems, e.g., 
PubMed, Crossref, or SCOPUS where 
feasible.

Was requirement, now strong rec. Adjusted to 
clarify what is meant specifically with the 
original, also naming more 3rd parties. 


