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Abstract

Purpose To provide reference and guidance for Chinese academic journals in
handling copyright issues in future open access practices. Method Using web-
based literature research method to investigate and summarize the main types
of author copyright retention in international practice, employing stakeholder
theory to identify the stakeholder entities in author copyright retention, and
analyzing the interest relationships and major conflicts among these entities.
Results Attempting to explore solutions for interest conflicts in international
practice, proposing methods such as authors enhancing copyright awareness,
funding agencies and research institutions actively participating in the bargain-
ing process, establishing scientific evaluation systems and incentive mechanisms,
developing new academic communication models, and adjusting copyright inter-
est distribution patterns to coordinate conflicts and balance interests. Conclu-
sion The digital transformation of journal publishing institutions is an inevitable
trend; Chinese academic journals should promptly reform the current situation
where publishers and database vendors operate as separate entities to form an
integrated publishing entity, while placing greater emphasis on the formulation
and improvement of copyright policies and the standardization of copyright
agreements.
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Abstract

[Purpose] This paper aims to provide reference for Chinese academic journals
in handling copyright issues in future open access practices. [Methods] Us-
ing network literature survey methodology, we investigated and summarized
the main types of author copyright retention in international practices. Stake-
holder theory was employed to identify the relevant stakeholders involved in au-
thor copyright retention and analyze their interests and major conflicts. [Find-
ings] We explore solutions to conflicts of interest in international practices,
proposing that authors should enhance copyright awareness, funding agencies
and research institutions should actively participate in negotiations, scientific
evaluation systems and incentive mechanisms should be established, new aca-
demic communication models should be developed, and the pattern of copyright
interest distribution should be adjusted to coordinate conflicts and balance inter-
ests. [Conclusion] The digital transformation of journal publishing institutions
is an inevitable trend. Chinese academic journals should promptly change the
current separation between publishers and database providers to form a uni-
fied publishing entity, while placing greater emphasis on improving copyright
policies and standardizing copyright agreements.

Keywords: Copyright retention; Open Access (OA); Stakeholders; Balancing
of interests

In the process of submitting and publishing journal articles, copyright transfer
and changes are common issues that have long concerned all stakeholders. With
the advent of the digital era and the development of open access (hereinafter
referred to as “OA”), stakeholders’ demands for copyright interest distribution
in journal publishing have undergone significant changes. Author copyright
retention has become increasingly important for the openness and utilization of
literature, leading to continuous development and evolution of relevant practices.

Research by Chinese scholars on author copyright retention includes: Gu Xiujie
et al. [1] studied copyright retention and transfer models in foreign OA journals,
analyzing changes in the positions and policies of employers, funders, and pub-
lishers regarding copyright retention; Ou Yan et al. [2] investigated the copyright
agreements and policies of 14 international publishers, including copyright own-
ership, licensing agreements, and self-archiving related to copyright retention,
analyzing the rights and responsibilities of authors and publishers; Xiao Dong-
mei [3] argued that open access... [6], meaning that stakeholders are entities that
can influence the achievement of organizational objectives. This study identifies
the main stakeholders in copyright interests throughout the processes of liter-
ature production, publication, and utilization as authors, publishers, funders,
and literature consumers.

Among them, literature authors refer to creators who invest intellectual effort to
produce works and are the original copyright owners. Publishers refer to entities
responsible for publishing and distributing journal literature, which are mostly
digital journal publishing institutions in international practice, while in China
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they mainly include traditional journal publishers and digital journal integra-
tors/database providers. Funders refer to entities that provide financial support
for scientific research, including public and private research foundations, with
this paper focusing primarily on public funding agencies. Literature consumers
refer to groups who purchase, read, and utilize literature, mainly including re-
searchers and the general public.

This study employs network literature survey methodology to investigate official
website information of various institutions and organizations, summarizing the
main types of author copyright retention in international practices. Using stake-
holder theoretical analysis, it identifies stakeholders related to author copyright
retention, analyzes the interest relationships and major conflicts among them,
and attempts to explore solutions to these conflicts in international practices,
aiming to provide reference for Chinese academic journals in handling copyright
issues in future OA practices.

3.1 International Practice

Copyright refers to the rights enjoyed by creators of literary, artistic, and scien-
tific works, including moral rights and economic rights [7]. However, in reality,
authors—as copyright owners—often find themselves in a vulnerable position
in publishing due to multiple pressures from research evaluation and career de-
velopment, needing to publish numerous academic articles. They frequently
have to completely transfer copyright to journal publishers as required to en-
sure smooth publication and dissemination. While complete copyright transfer
can avoid disputes and protect publishers’ commercial interests, it also means
authors may lose many legitimate rights, such as storing their work on personal
websites and online repositories, using it in teaching and research, and creating
derivative works. Today, journal publishing has evolved into a model of “au-
thors pay publication fees, readers pay access fees, and publishers profit” [3],
with international journal publishers possessing paper copyrights while contin-
uously increasing publication and database subscription fees. It is against this
backdrop that advocacy for author copyright retention and the OA movement
have emerged.

In this study, “author copyright retention” refers to authors’ efforts to retain
partial copyright while transferring rights to the public. Based on our inves-
tigation, author copyright retention in international practice can be broadly
categorized into three types: the “Author Addendum” initiated by authors or
their employing institutions, the “ Author Partial Copyright Retention” strategy
initiated by public research funding agencies, and the “Author Partial Copyright
Retention” policy offered by journal publishers.

3.1.1 Author Copyright Addendum

The “Author Copyright Addendum” (hereinafter referred to as “addendum”)
refers to a legally binding agreement initiated and signed by authors with pub-
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lishers during journal publication to retain partial copyright and avoid complete
copyright transfer clauses in publishing agreements [8].

Addenda are generally applied at the author’s discretion or according to specific
public funders’ copyright retention and open access requirements. The Schol-
arly Publishing and Academic Resources Coalition (SPARC) first launched the
addendum in 2005 [1]. The latest version [9] was jointly released by SPARC,
Creative Commons, and Science Commons, with main contents including: (1)
authors retain rights for non-commercial use, derivative works, and authorizing
others for non-commercial use; (2) publishers agree to send authors the final
version of the article without technical restrictions within 14 days of initial pub-
lication; and (3) recognition of authors’ priority to grant non-exclusive copyright
licenses to their employing institutions or funding agencies.

Many universities and research institutions also provide addendum templates.
The addendum provided by the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT)
differs most significantly from the SPARC version by emphasizing the rights
of authors’ employing institutions and the public, stipulating that authors may
store the final manuscript version on websites controlled by their employing
institutions and national open platforms, and may grant non-exclusive licenses
to their employing institutions to use, reproduce, distribute, and display their
works in electronic or printed form for various academic and professional activ-
ities [10]. The MIT addendum was primarily developed to comply with U.S.
government directives on “expanding public access to federally funded research
results” [11] and applies to publications of research funded by agencies with OA
requirements.

3.1.2 Funding Agency Copyright Retention Strategies

As shown in Table , copyright and OA policies of public research funding agen-
cies in some countries/regions require grantees to retain sufficient copyright
to enable timely open access. For example: the U.S. National Institutes of
Health (NIH) states that all researchers it funds must retain copyright to sub-
mit the final peer-reviewed manuscript to PubMed Central (PMC) and make
it open access within 12 months of the official publication date [12]; the Cana-
dian Institutes of Health Research (CIHR) requires grantees to confirm that the
target journal allows authors to retain copyright or comply with the funder’s self-
archiving policy, and ensures the full text of the final peer-reviewed manuscript
is open access via the publisher’s website or online repositories within 12 months
of publication [13]; the Australian Research Council (ARC) requires authors to
discuss and negotiate appropriate publishing agreement terms to enable research
literature to be open access within 12 months of publication date according
to copyright or license agreements, with metadata open to the public in in-
stitutional repositories within 3 months of publication [14]; and cOAlition S,
established with support from the European Commission and Research Coun-
cils, released the Rights Retention Strategy in July 2020, stating that research
authors may submit to any journal, including subscription journals, but must
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retain sufficient copyright to comply with open access requirements, meaning
the Author Accepted Manuscript (AAM) or Version of Record (VoR) of funded
research must be made open access without embargo under a CC-BY (Creative
Commons Attribution) license or equivalent, through prior license or prior obli-
gation [15].

Table 1
Partial List of Public Research Funding Agencies’ Copyright and OA Policies

OA Embargo
Agency Requires Author Copyright Retention = Requirement
Australian Yes, version not emphasized Results within 12
Re- months, metadata within
search 3 months
Council
(ARC)
cOAlition Yes, AAM or VoR Immediate (no embargo)
S

3.1.3 Publisher Copyright Retention Policies

While publishers traditionally required authors to transfer copyright before pub-
lication, their attitudes toward copyright have continuously evolved under pres-
sure from internet development and digital publishing promoting OA. Accord-
ing to our research, publisher policies related to copyright retention typically
include three components: copyright ownership, user-facing copyright licensing,
and author-facing self-archiving policies (Table ).

International publishers can be divided into OA publishers (hereinafter “OA
publishers”) and traditional publishers based on their openness. OA publish-
ers such as PLOS [16], SpringerOpen [17], and BMC typically publish fully
OA journals and articles, adopting more open attitudes toward copyright by
stating that OA article copyright is retained by authors, usually applying the
more permissive CC-BY license requiring only attribution, and allowing imme-
diate self-archiving and open access of the VoR. Traditional publishers such as
Springer Nature [18], Elsevier [19], Taylor & Francis, and Wiley typically pub-
lish fully OA journals and hybrid journals offering OA options. OA journals
from these publishers have the same copyright policies as OA publishers, while
hybrid journal policies are more complex. For OA articles in hybrid journals,
copyright belongs to authors with immediate VoR open access, usually with
CC-BY as an option, but self-archiving carries additional conditions such as
requiring links to the original publication. For subscription articles, control is
stricter with copyright generally belonging to publishers, licenses may restrict
commercial use, prohibit derivatives, or require share-alike terms [2], and au-
thors can only self-archive AAM versions with OA embargoes. Some licenses
are even more restrictive, such as Elsevier’s user license for open archive (delayed
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OA) articles, which not only requires non-commercial use but also prohibits dis-
tribution, republication, and extraction or creation of derivatives in other works

[20].

Table 2
Copyright and OA Policies for Different Journal Types by International Pub-
lishers
Publisher Copyright License Self-Archiving OA Em-
Type Ownership (User) (Author) bargo
OA Author retains  CC-BY VoR allowed, None
Publishers copyright (attribution  immediate OA
(e.g., only)
PLOS,
SpringerOpen,
BMC)
Traditional ~ Author retains  CC-BY Must include 6-12
Publishers -  copyright preferred, official publication = months
OA articles L ERERT URL link
(Hybrid CC BY-NC  (Springer Nature)
journals) (Springer
Nature)
Traditional =~ Publisher holds CC-BY, AAM only, with 6-36
Publishers copyright CC-BY- conditions: include months
- Subscrip- NC, CrossMark icon, (Else-
tion articles CC-BY- DOI link vier)
NC-ND, (Elsevier); for
CC-BY- non-commercial
NC-SA academic research
(Elsevier) only, can store on

personal website,
funder repository,
or institutional
repository during
embargo, open
after embargo
(Springer Nature)

3.2 Stakeholders and Interest Conflicts

By summarizing the three main types of author copyright retention in interna-
tional practice, we identify the stakeholders most closely related to copyright
retention as: literature authors, journal publishers (integrating manuscript sub-
mission, peer review, editing, proofreading, and digital publishing), public fund-
ing agencies, research institutions, the public, and OA platforms (institutional
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repositories, national OA platforms, etc.). Based on the complex interest re-
lationships among these stakeholders (Figure [Figure 1: see original paper]),
the problems and conflicts in international practice mainly concentrate in the
following areas:

Figure 1 [Figure 1: see original paper]
Stakeholders in Author Copyright Retention and Their Interrelationships

3.2.1 Conflict Between Academic Freedom and Copyright Retention

As shown in Figure 1, both public funding agencies and research institutions
impose copyright retention requirements on authors, who bear the most exe-
cution pressure during submission and publication. Although authors wish to
retain copyright and widely disseminate their work, current mainstream meth-
ods for evaluating research achievements and talent heavily rely on bibliometric
indicators, creating immense pressure to publish. Mandatory copyright reten-
tion by funders and institutions undoubtedly affects authors’ journal selection,
placing them in a dilemma. While most publishers claim they will not reject
manuscripts solely because authors insist on copyright retention, some have
made “immediate public disclosure of AAM versions prohibited” a prerequisite
for non-OA submissions. A few publishers, such as the American Society for
Hematology, have directly refused to accept manuscripts with author copyright
retention statements applying “prior license” declarations [22]. In November
2018, multiple scientists published an open letter criticizing the initial Plan
S compliance requirements, arguing that the mandate for sufficient copyright
retention and immediate OA for funded outputs was “unfair” and “seriously
infringed academic freedom,” drastically reducing the number of journals avail-
able to researchers, potentially including the most influential journals in certain
fields, negatively impacting researcher collaboration, career development, and
funding applications [23].

3.2.2 Conflict in Copyright Interest Distribution

Copyright ownership and interest distribution after publication represent the
core conflict among stakeholders in author copyright retention. The research
literature lifecycle includes production, evaluation, publication, and utilization.
Public funding agencies (primarily funded by taxpayer money) provide finan-
cial support, research institutions provide platforms, equipment, and personnel,
and authors invest substantial intellectual labor to produce research literature,
after which publishers organize peer review, editing, production, and dissemi-
nation. High-quality manuscripts provided by authors form the foundation for
publishers’ survival and development. However, digital internet development
has transformed international publishers from print-only to digital journal pub-
lishers, while literature dissemination and value assessment increasingly depend
on digital publishing.

Unlike print publishing, digital publishing has substantially reduced marginal
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costs for production, publication, and dissemination [24]. Under these cir-
cumstances, in subscription publishing, international publishers profit exces-
sively from copyright ownership, restricting authors’ ability to openly share, self-
archive, and create derivatives. This prevents research institutions from utilizing
achievements produced by their employees and denies the public—represented
by public funders—timely access to research benefits. In OA publishing, funders
and authors pay high Article Processing Charges (APCs) to retain copyright and
enable OA, while international publishers still profit handsomely. This analysis
reveals that publishers gain excessive profits under current copyright interest
distribution models, causing severe imbalance among stakeholders.

3.2.3 Conflict in Pricing of Copyright Retention Fees

In the global OA movement, complete resistance to author copyright retention
and OA is clearly untenable for international publishers. International prac-
tice shows that, while ensuring no loss of commercial interests, publishers have
adopted more flexible and open approaches to copyright. If authors choose
copyright retention and OA publication, publishers charge high APCs. Pres-
tigious journals Nature and Cell announced gold OA options starting January
2021, with APCs as high as €9,500 [25] and €8,500 [26], respectively. OA pub-
lishing is not cost-free and requires converting subscription revenue to APCs
to maintain operations. However, unregulated, excessively high APC pricing
undoubtedly increases the cost of copyright retention and openness, shifting
researchers from being “unable to afford reading papers” to “unable to afford
publishing papers,” contrary to OA’s original intent of breaking payment bar-
riers and promoting free dissemination and sharing of research. Furthermore,
publishers unilaterally control APC pricing, simply announcing that fees cover
editing, peer review management, and promotion costs, yet never publicly ac-
counting for OA costs or disclosing pricing standards and increase justifications.
Consequently, funders, research institutions, and authors cannot assess APC
pricing reasonableness or conduct effective supervision and negotiation.

4.1 Authors’ Enhanced Awareness of Copyright Retention

Research literature represents authors’ intellectual achievements, and without
special agreements, creators are the original copyright owners. However, due to
publication pressures, authors often occupy a weak position in academic pub-
lishing, forced to accept publishers’ “take-it-or-leave-it” agreements and transfer
copyright or abandon legitimate interests. The “publish or perish” culture has
driven academic communication into a dead end. Author copyright retention
can protect legitimate rights and interests while promoting dissemination, uti-
lization, and re-innovation of achievements. In this context, authors should
remain true to their original aspirations, correctly understand the positive sig-
nificance of copyright retention for public interest and the academic community,
and fully recognize that open sharing of research literature will advance scientific
development and social progress, thereby more actively participating in copy-
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right retention practices. For instance, authors can preferentially select open
and inclusive publishers that do not require exclusive copyright, actively com-
municate and negotiate with publishers to retain reasonable rights when issues
arise, and comply with funder regulations for storing and opening achievements
when receiving public funding.

4.2 Active Participation in Negotiations by Funding Agen-
cies and Research Institutions

In academic journal publishing practice, authors have long been in a weak po-
sition relative to publishers, while public funding agencies and research institu-
tions have greater bargaining power. Therefore, they should proactively take
responsibility, prioritize public interest, and effectively intervene to promote
author copyright retention. First, copyright retention requirements should be
explicitly incorporated into relevant regulations, enhancing researchers’ aware-
ness and implementation of copyright retention and OA while importantly pres-
suring publishers. Second, funding agencies and research institutions should
strengthen communication and cooperation, coordinate efforts, accelerate nego-
tiations, and strive to gain discourse power, using alliance status and collective
bargaining advantages to negotiate reasonable author copyright retention and
OA with publishers. Additionally, they should urge publishers to publicly ac-
count for OA publishing costs and disclose APC pricing and increase justifica-
tions. Only by establishing a credible APC price supervision and bargaining
mechanism involving all stakeholders can OA APC pricing align with services
provided, preventing payment for copyright retention and OA from becoming a
new profit-extraction method for publishers.

4.3 Establishing Scientific Evaluation Systems and Talent
Incentive Mechanisms

The widespread recognition and use of journal bibliometric indicators in research
achievement and talent evaluation systems have increased the bargaining power
of “high-impact” journals and consolidated the monopoly position of large in-
ternational publishers. Current evaluation mechanisms have essentially “out-
sourced” research quality judgment to commercial publishers. Therefore, estab-
lishing scientific evaluation and incentive mechanisms requires changing existing
models. First, funding agencies, research institutions, and academic communi-
ties should firmly grasp the dominant role in research evaluation, refocusing
on research achievements and researchers themselves, fully considering original-
ity and diverse value, disciplinary backgrounds, and differences in achievement
characteristics at various career stages. Diversified evaluation forms should be
applied, ceasing to use data indicators generated by commercial publishers as
decisive evaluation criteria. Second, compliance with author copyright retention
and timely OA should become a prerequisite or basis for research evaluation. For
example, the University of Lieége only conducts promotion and tenure reviews
for researchers who deposit literature in institutional repositories [27]. Finally,
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clear guidance should be provided for researchers’ journal submissions, avoiding
concentration in journals with academic misconduct or commercial profit orien-
tation. Only by establishing scientific and reasonable evaluation and incentive
mechanisms that incorporate author copyright retention and OA can conflicts
between mandatory copyright retention and authors’ career development be ef-
fectively coordinated, genuinely improving awareness and implementation.

4.4 Developing New Academic Communication Models

The OA movement has continuously driven innovation in academic commu-
nication models, with preprint platforms and open peer review flourishing.
Preprints, bypassing peer review, offer high efficiency, rapid dissemination, and
broad reach, enabling researchers to share findings with peers and the public
more quickly. Open peer review makes evaluation processes and results more
transparent. These new models adopt more open attitudes toward copyright,
allowing authors to retain copyright and independently decide on sharing license
forms. Preprints and open peer review provide alternatives to journal publishing
for academic communication, dissemination, and evaluation, gaining increasing
recognition and support. The NIH has expressed support for preprints [28§],
and cOAlition S states that academic papers undergoing independent peer re-
view have equal value and status to those published in journals or platforms
[29]. New academic communication models help eliminate inappropriate use
of journal-based indicators in evaluation, promoting the return of evaluation
authority. More importantly, their relaxed copyright provisions pressure re-
strictive publishers, potentially forcing them to continuously adjust copyright
interest appropriation methods.

4.5 Adjusting the Copyright Interest Distribution Pattern

Since the 21st century, extensive acquisitions in the global publishing indus-
try have concentrated numerous academic journals under a few large interna-
tional publishers, which have essentially monopolized the research literature
copyright market. As an important carrier of human creative achievements, re-
search literature’s irreplaceability means that monopolizing it causes immeasur-
able harm to public interest and scientific development. Analysis of stakeholder
relationships reveals that publishers’ excessive commercial profits from copy-
right are extremely unreasonable and have created significant conflicts. How-
ever, expecting publishers with advantageous positions to voluntarily relinquish
benefits is unrealistic. While commercial publishers cannot be completely ex-
cluded from journal publishing, if they use monopoly positions to unreasonably
raise prices and pursue excessive profits, other stakeholders should counteract
through guided submissions, negotiations, litigation, and innovative communi-
cation models, ceasing to support harmful commercial publishing models. Only
through proactive efforts by other stakeholders can publishers be forced to rebal-
ance interest distribution, such as allowing partial copyright retention, provid-
ing more permissive sharing licenses, permitting immediate AAM archiving, and
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improving OA pricing transparency. Although implementing author copyright
retention may impact publishers’ short-term interests, it aligns with most stake-
holders’ long-term demands. Only by actively adjusting interest distribution,
seeking balance points, and exploring fair, reasonable, healthy, and sustainable
academic journal publishing models and market mechanisms can consensus be
gradually achieved, ultimately ensuring the public’s free access to research in-
formation resources.

5 Implications for Chinese Academic Journals

Large Western international journal publishers (hereinafter “international pub-
lishers”) have long completed their transformation into specialized, systematic,
and clustered digital publishing entities with systematic journal portfolios and
professional publishing companies. Due to historical reasons, Chinese academic
journal publishing involves two relatively independent entities: journal publish-
ers and journal database providers (hereinafter “database providers”), which
differs significantly from international publishers. Chinese academic journal
publishers are scattered, small-scale, and unsystematic, unable to independently
build clustered journal databases, thus relying on database providers for digital
publishing. This coexistence of two separate yet closely related publishing enti-
ties creates more copyright issues and greater difficulty in interest coordination
for Chinese academic journals. Although international copyright practices can-
not be directly applied, international experience still offers valuable insights for
Chinese academic journals in handling copyright issues against the backdrop of
the OA movement.

5.1 Improving Copyright Agreements and Policies

International publishers integrate editorial offices and digital publishing func-
tions into a single entity, with copyright agreements between authors and pub-
lishers having appropriate parties and clear content, and their official websites
featuring very clear and detailed copyright and OA policies. In contrast, Chi-
nese journal publishers handle manuscript submission, peer review, editing, and
print publishing, while database providers handle digitization, database integra-
tion, and maintenance—two separate entities with different divisions of labor.
Database providers, not directly receiving manuscripts, cannot sign copyright
transfer or authorization agreements with authors, thus shifting the responsi-
bility for obtaining copyright sub-licenses to publishers. Research by Zhang
Yin [30] and Zhu Jian [31] found that sub-licensing clauses in Chinese journal
publishers’ copyright agreements are often missing or incomplete, creating dual
infringement risks for publishers toward both authors and database providers
after submitting literature to databases. Moreover, except for journals with in-
ternational cooperation, most Chinese journal publishers have weak copyright
awareness, with few specific copyright policies beyond declarations, and even
those with OA journals rarely have complete policies [32], often lacking self-
archiving policies [33], leaving copyright management in disarray. As China
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increases copyright protection emphasis, we recommend that journal publishers
enhance legal awareness, standardize copyright agreements, make sub-licensing
a core component with clear terms on territory, methods, duration, and fees,
and promptly develop copyright and OA policies that include copyright reten-
tion provisions.

5.2 Rejecting Exclusive Authorization Cooperation Models from
Database Providers

Against the backdrop of digital dissemination becoming mainstream, Chinese
database providers such as CNKI (China National Knowledge Infrastructure)
and Wanfang Data have leveraged their advantageous positions to propose ex-
clusive or sole cooperation agreements with publishers. CNKI, which indexes
over 90% of China’s publicly published journals, has exclusive or sole autho-
rization cooperation with 43% of these journals [34]—a staggering proportion.
While exclusive cooperation appears to offer higher download revenue shares,
calculations show the economic difference between exclusive and non-exclusive
cooperation is not significant [34], yet it creates numerous negative issues: hin-
dering author copyright retention implementation, inconveniencing readers, and
narrowing journal impact and dissemination scope. This not only contradicts
publishers’ original intention of joining databases to expand influence but also
exacerbates inequality between publishers and database providers over time.
In international practice, copyright exclusivity is an important factor in form-
ing monopolies by large publishing groups. Therefore, to achieve literature
sharing and circulation and maintain a healthy publishing ecosystem, we rec-
ommend Chinese journal publishers reject exclusive authorization cooperation
with database providers.

5.3 Forming Integrated Journal Publishing Entities

Compared with international publishers’ integrated digital publishing systems,
China’s separate system of publishers and database providers is considerably
outdated, hindering Chinese journal brand building and complicating copyright
management. In reality, journal “digital transformation” does not mean print
publishing followed by digital publishing, as in current Chinese practice, but
rather digital publishing replacing print publishing. Therefore, forming inte-
grated digital publishing entities is the inevitable trend. In 2019, the China
Association for Science and Technology and other departments jointly issued
“Opinions on Deepening Reform and Cultivating World-Class Scientific and
Technological Journals,” proposing to “achieve digital transformation of scien-
tific journals, promote clustering and accelerate transition to conglomeration,
and comprehensively enhance specialization and internationalization,” while re-
quiring construction of digital knowledge service platforms that “integrate pa-
per collection, editing, and publishing dissemination.” Therefore, China should
promptly align with international standards by establishing integrated digital
journal publishing systems. This would resolve current issues of copyright sub-
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licensing and exclusive cooperation, lay foundations for developing scientific
copyright policies and implementing copyright retention and OA, and enhance
the international competitiveness and brand influence of Chinese academic jour-
nals while strengthening China’s discourse power in global research publishing
and evaluation.

Through investigation and analysis of international practices, we find that al-
though the flourishing OA movement has forced publishers to gradually make
concessions on copyright appropriation, promoting author copyright retention in
journal publishing remains fraught with difficulties, with conflicts among stake-
holders. This paper attempts to explore solutions to international conflicts and
offers specific recommendations for China’s separated publishing entities and
interest conflicts based on international experience. However, this study only
surveyed some foreign public funding agencies and large international publish-
ers, potentially presenting a partial perspective. We will continue monitoring
domestic and international developments and research on copyright retention.

China is a major global producer of research literature, yet insufficient empha-
sis on author copyright retention has caused serious outflow of high-quality
literature copyrights for years. Therefore, China should enhance protection of
literature achievements and increase research on author copyright retention. Do-
mestically, timely reform should establish integrated digital journal publishing
entities combining publishers and databases, fundamentally eliminating copy-
right authorization defects and exclusive cooperation issues to lay foundations
for copyright retention rules. Internationally, China should strengthen its dis-
course power in global research publishing by promoting copyright retention and
open access for Chinese academic literature published in foreign journals. Only
then can we truly “write papers on the land of our motherland,” promoting
academic innovation and scientific self-reliance.
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