当 PubPeer 决定用 1000 美元鼓励评论：一场关于科学平台走向的大讨论
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最新、最快、最真实的科研匿名评价论文报道；关注高校院所科研生态，欢迎提供新闻线索。联系邮箱：Pubpeer@qq.com
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2024 年 12 月，科学交流平台 PubPeer 公布了一项新计划，旨在鼓励用户积极分享有价值的见解，推动科学评估体系的完善。PubPeer 方面表示，将每月为那些在科学讨论中做出重大、原创贡献的精选评论提供 1000 美元的奖励。PubPeer 自成立以来，始终致力于打破以期刊名称来评判科学质量的不合理现状，期望构建一个由科学家自主主导的强大且独立的研究评估体系，从而降低出版指标对科学研究的不当影响。目前，该平台已成为解决大众对科学出版物诚信问题质疑的关键平台。
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这一奖励计划一经推出，便引发了众多网友的热烈讨论。René Aquarius 等不少网友表达了担忧，他们觉得金钱激励可能会吸引一些不良行为者，导致评论质量下降，进而破坏平台的价值。他们建议 PubPeer 将资金用于改进搜索功能和提升平台的稳定性。Fran?ois - Xavier Coudert 则指出，该计划可能会产生新的不透明指标，而且评选和奖励过程缺乏足够的透明度，因此应当探索其他能够鼓励深度贡献的有效方式，比如设立一个透明的评审委员会。此外，还有网友担心，这一举措可能会使指出问题的评论者面临法律风险，比如被指责为了获取利益而发布错误结论。
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面对网友们的质疑，PubPeer 团队回应称，这只是一次实验性的举措，如果最终效果不理想，将会停止该计划。他们还强调，获奖的评论将有机会在平台首页显著展示，以此来引导评论的方向。同时，团队表示目前并不认为法律案件会因为这一次性的奖金而受到重大影响。
目前，网友们对于 PubPeer 的这一尝试看法各不相同。一部分人担心这会给平台带来负面影响，破坏平台原有的纯粹性；而另一部分人则期待这一举措能够为平台带来新的活力，吸引更多高质量的科学讨论。这场讨论仍在持续，PubPeer 未来也将依据实际情况对该奖励计划进行相应的调整。
https://pubpeer.com/publications/pubpeer-comments-awards#25
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声明：转载此文是出于传递更多信息之目的。若有来源标注错误或侵犯了您的合法权益，请作者持权属证明与本网联系，我们将及时更正、删除，谢谢
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$1,000 awards for selected PubPeer comments!
PubPeer (2024) - 25 Comments

#1 Peer 0 comment accepted December 2024

At PubPeer, we aim to combat the reliance on journal names as proxies for scientific quality—an issue that
undermines open-access publishing, enables shady practices like papermills, and incentivizes questionable
research. While evaluators worldwide still rely on high-impact journals for convenience, we believe a robust,
independent system of research evaluation by scientists can refocus incentives on publishing solid, reproducible
work and diminish the influence of publication metrics.

PubPeer has become the reference platform for addressing doubts about the integrity of scientific publications.
However, many researchers hold valuable insights into issues within their fields that remain unshared, limiting

theirimpact on the broader community. We want to encourage you to sgre thgtgxie(t Ealysnsﬂl \B:Peer to
help advance scientific evaluation. ubpeer
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FAQs
What are the criteria? Comments providing significant new scientific insight into a publication.
Who is eligible? Anybody not connected to the PubPeer Foundation.

How frequent are the rewards? We're aiming for one per month.

How are winners chosen? Our team will select standout contributions.

Can anonymous comments win? Yes, but the commenter will need to identify themselves to us to receive their
prize. (ensure you save the access code provided when leaving an anonymous comment, as it will be required for

verification if your comment is selected)

Got suggestions? Signal great comments to us here or via email.




