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Abstract: This paper analyzes the commercialization of knowledge
in Latin America through the “transformative” agreements
promoted by Plan S, signed by institutions in the region between
2022 and 2024. The analysis focused on three dimensions:
characterization of actors and communities participating in the
agreements, the identification of the licensing terms that were
formalized, and the articulation between the publication scheme
promoted by Plan S and scientific evaluation practices oriented
toward the “mainstream” The results show that six institutions
in Mexico, Chile and Colombia signed 37 agreements with 25
publishers, with the CC BY license being the most common.
The journals in which researchers are allowed to publish are
ranked in the top quartiles of the SJR, primarily in the fields of
Natural and Exact Sciences. Rather than transforming the
commercial scholarly communication system, these agreements
reinforce the dominance of large publishing corporations
and undermine Latin Americas tradition of non-commercial
publishing.

Keywords: Transformative agreements; Plan S; Latin America;
Open Access; Open Science.

Resumen: Se analiza la comercializacién del conocimiento en
Latinoamérica mediante los acuerdos “transformativos” promovidos
por el Plan S, contraidos por instituciones de la regién entre 2022
y 2024. Se consideraron tres gjes: caracterizacion de actores y
comunidades que participan en los acuerdos, identificacién de
las licencias de uso que se formalizaron, y la articulacién entre el
esquema de publicacién promovido por el Plan S y la evaluacién
cientifica orientada hacia la “corriente principal”. Los resultados
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arrojan que scis instituciones de México, Chile y Colombia
firmaron 37 acuerdos con 25 editoriales, siendo la licencia mds
comun la CC BY. Las revistas en las que pueden publicar estin
en los primeros cuartiles del SJR, principalmente en el 4rea de
Ciencias Naturales y Exactas. Los acuerdos no alteran el sistema
de comunicacién cientifica comercial, sino que acenttian el control
de las “grandes” empresas editoriales y vulneran la tradicién de
publicacion no comercial de Latinoamérica.

Palabras clave: acuerdos transformativos, Plan S, América Latina,
acceso abierto, ciencia abierta.

Introduction

In the seventeenth century, the first scientific journals appeared in a form
close to what we know today (Philosophical Transactions and Journal
des Scavans, both founded in 1665). At that stage, the primary goal
of scientific communities was to disseminate research findings, with
knowledge remaining under their control and journals being exchanged
on a non-profit basis. With some adaptations, scientific publishing
remained this way until the mid-twentieth century. After World War
II, however, a conceptual shift occurred that profoundly distorted the
scientific communication system: certain groups, mainly in the North
Atlantic, began to regard scientific publishing as a profitable business
and reoriented it toward a commercial perspective. In this shift,
knowledge was converted into a commodity, and the processes
of privatization and appropriation of the public good took place.
“Transformative agreements” can be considered the latest step in this
process, which is why it is crucial to study them empirically.

With globalization, new forms of disseminating knowledge
emerged, now embedded in a prestige system structured around categories
such as “quality” and “internationalization”, and increasingly governed
by market logic. The foundations of this new context can be traced
back to Robert Maxwell, who in the 1950s founded Pergamon Press.
To sustain his publishing house, he lobbied scientific communities to
establish specialized journals and publish in them, in exchange for what
from then on was recognized as “academic prestige”. Later, Pergamon
Press was sold to Elsevier. Subsequently, Benjamin Lewin founded
the journal Ce// and the publisher Cell Press, which accepted only
manuscripts deemed exceptional. In turn, publishing in Ce// became
synonymous with “prestige” for researchers (Guédon, 2008: 3; 2014: 90;
Resco, 2021).
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This case exemplifies the conceptual and instrumental turn
described above: it was no longer enough to publish; from that point
on, it was necessary to publish in a “prestigious” journal, with prestige
now defined and determined by the commercial publishing industry.
This marked the beginning of a process of “expropriation” of
the legitimacy of non-profit journals and universities, whereby the
knowledge they produced was subordinated to the prestige conferred
by the commercial publishing system of the twenty-first century.

In the 1960s, Eugene Garfield created the Journal Citation Index,
which measures the average number of citations received by an article
based on a specific set (“the core”) of journals. This innovation was key
to consolidating the radical shift in journal publishing: its primary
purpose was no longer to disseminate knowledge but to integrate itself
into a prestige industry organized around citation systems controlled
by the publishing sector itself. In turn, this system established what
came to be regarded as “the core”, “the mainstream”, or the “principal
current” of science (Guédon, 2008: 6). In other words, publication ceased
to be primarily a means of communication and became the raw material
for an evaluation system that was still under construction. Under this
model, journals that had already ceased to function as communication
organs became the foundation of a new evaluation system and even
proxies for the quality of research itself. The main effect of this
reconfiguration was the establishment of a new form of evaluation
based on citations, references to journals included in “the core”
of knowledge. This marked the beginning of the “fetishization of
indexing” (Salatino and Lépez-Ruiz, 2021), which does not align
with the interests of the scientific community or the complex global,
national, and local challenges it faces, but rather with the interests
of the publishing market.

In parallel, a fundamental phenomenon emerged: access to scientific
contributions published in these journals was granted only through
payment (subscriptions). In other words, the publishing model that
took shape as a commodity was a closed one. However, although this
was a commercial model, it was legitimized through selection criteria
and the “prestige” that became synonymous with “quality”. Yet,
alongside these journals there remained a majority of others that also
offered “high quality,” but lacked prestige and recognition.

By the end of the twentieth century, it had already become
common practice for universities to pay subscriptions to commercial
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publishers in order to access knowledge considered “high quality”
However, toward the end of that century, the so-called “serials crisis”
erupted, characterized by exponential increases in subscription prices
and the imposition of “Big Deals”, that is, bundled subscriptions that
promoted and included journals of limited recognition but under
commercial control (Melero, 2005: 255). In this way, “the core” was
imposed through marketing strategies. Prices became unsustainable
for many institutions and governments. Prominent cases included
universities in the United States and Western Europe such as Stanford,
Harvard, the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Duke, Cornell,
Connecticut, the University of California, and North Carolina State
University (Dyer, 2004: 543). Even the wealthiest universities admitted
they could no longer afford access to all the journals they deemed
important, and physical space for storing publications became a
problem. This situation was a turning point that triggered debates about
the need to rethink the commercial model of scholarly communication.
At the beginning of the twenty-first century, discussions emerged
about the necessity of implementing what came to be known as “Open
Access” (OA), a concept born from the effort to overcome economic
and subscription barriers that restricted access to scientific publications
(Suber, 2012).

Although regions such as Latin America, though not exclusively,
were already communicating their scholarly output under an OA
scheme without charging for publishing or access, the official definition
of OA was articulated through declarations issued in Europe. These
outlined two routes to achieve it: the gold route and the green route
(Budapest Open Access Initiative, 2002; Max Planck Society, 2003).
The gold route refers to peer-reviewed scientific journals, shifting
from subscription fees to publication fees (Article Processing Charges,
APCs). The green route refers to the deposit of publications and other
contributions, not necessarily peer-reviewed, in repositories intended,
among other purposes, to preserve institutional memory and make
it available to the communities funding it and to the wider world.

In pursuit of openness, specifically in the European context,
strategies were introduced such as the ERC Guidelines for OA
established in 2007 (European Research Council, 2007); the Science
Europe Principles on OA to Research Publications of 2013, updated in
2015 (Science Europe, 2015); and the 2016 resolution by European
science and innovation ministries, gathered at the Competitiveness
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Council (Schiltz, 2018). One of the latest strategies proposed by
cOAlition S to achieve full openness of academic literature is Plan S.

Plan § is a policy introduced in 2018 by cOAlition S —a consortium
of 28 research funding organizations supported by the European
Commission and the European Research Council— with the goal of
opening access to scientific contributions (cOAlition S, 2018a, 2019).
Plan S emerged in a context where funding agencies expressed
dissatisfaction with the fact that research results were being published
in journals that restricted access to society at large, while institutional
repositories had failed to persuade researchers to deposit their peer-
reviewed publications there (Herndndez-Pérez, 2019: 2). To achieve its
goal, Plan S implemented a variety of strategies, most notably
“transformative agreements’, “model transformative agreements”, and
“transformative journals”. The present analysis focuses on transformative
agreements.

So-called “transformative agreements” are contracts between
publishers and institutions, libraries, or consortia that establish the
conditions for both access to a bundle of journals (subscriptions) and
the publication of articles within them, under fees agreed upon in a
single contract and including charges for publication or processing
(APCs). The defining feature of such agreements is that payments
formerly directed toward subscriptions are redirected toward
publication costs (Bieg, 2022; Hinchliffe, 2019). This constitutes a major
change in the publishing system that, under the discourse of openness,
refunctionalizes the appropriation of knowledge as a public good.
Although there is no universal typology of agreements, at least two
types have been documented: Publish & Read agreements, under
which publication fees cover both the institution’s authors and reading
access to all journals, and Read & Publish agreements, under which
the publisher receives one payment for reading and another for
publishing under the same contract (Marquez Rangel ez al., 2023: 84).

The ESAC (Efficiency and Standards for Article Charges)' initiative
maintains a registry of agreements and highlights five main characteristics
they must fulfill within the Plan S framework: (a) they must be
temporary and transitional, (b) they must allow authors to retain the

1 The ESAC initiative, launched in 2014 and coordinated by the Max Planck Digital
Library, is characterized by the voluntary registration of agreements by institutions
through a survey. As of April 2024, it has compiled information on 1,029 agreements
(Efficiency and Standards for Article Charges, ESAC, 2024).
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intellectual property of their publications, (c) they must be transparent,
and (d) their clauses must be publicly accessible. Their stated objective
is to reduce the cost of academic publications and promote greater
equity within the academic community (ESAC, n.d.), a purpose that,
evidently, has not yet been achieved.

Transformative agreements did not originate with Plan S; rather, Plan S
institutionalized and globalized them. Among the earlier transformative
agreements, the most prominent are those signed by Springer in 2015
with UK universities (represented by Jisc), and by Elsevier in 2019 with
German universities (represented by the Max Planck Digital Library).
These were the first large-scale transformative agreements.

In 2015, the Max Planck Society also launched the “OA2020”
project with the aim of promoting the global transition of scientific
content to open access. This project was highly influential on Plan S and is
recognized as the source of the term “transformative agreements’.

The agreements have been approached from different perspectives.
Some scholars argue that they represent a fast track to OA, but they are
also exclusionary, as they are only available to countries and institutions
with sufficient funds to afford them (Shearer, 2022). Others point out
that the lack of transparency in subscription and APC costs makes it
difficult to assess whether they actually reduce the overall expenses of
scholarly communication (Anglada and Borrego, 2023: 1). Still others
contend that for contracts to be genuinely “transformative”, they must
allow unlimited publication without closed lists of journals, and warn
that their adoption may sideline alternative approaches that could
strengthen the OA publishing ecosystem (Martinez Galindo ez al., 2023:
97-98).

Regarding the Latin American publishing ecosystem, it has a
longstanding open and collaborative tradition. The region views
knowledge as a public and common good, disseminated through journals
that charge neither authors nor readers, with universities serving as
the backbone of open access publishing. Latin America has sustained a
non-commercial OA model for more than three decades, supported by
numerous repositories that freely and openly provide access to research
outputs published in regional journals.

One of the key milestones in opening knowledge in Latin America
took place from November 27 to 30, 1994, during the workshop
“Scientific Publications in Latin America’, held in Guadalajara, Mexico.
“One of the most significant outcomes was perhaps the proposal to
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establish a permanent regional network of scientific editors, one of
whose first tasks would be (...) the creation of a database of the region’s
scientific journals” At the same time, however, UNESCO, through
Professor Adnan Badran, emphasized a persistent tension: “..the lack
of presence in major international indexes” (Cetto, 1993; Cetto and
Hillerud, 1995). This marked the consolidation of Latin America’s
collaborative and non-commercial openness, leading to the establishment
of key information infrastructures. Building on earlier projects such as
Biblat (1971), CLASE (1975), Periédica (1978) —all developed by
UNAM— and Lilacs (1982) in Brazil, important regional initiatives
emerged, including Latindex, SciELO Brazil, and IRESIE in 1997,
CLACSO in 1998, Redalyc in 2003, REMERI in 2012, La Referencia
in 2013, and AmeliCA in 2019, along with multiple national and
institutional repositories.

This situation reveals a persistent and unresolved tension that has
marked the uncertainty of the Global South’s publishing system. On
the one hand, there is a pressing need to develop regional and national
infrastructures that provide visibility to Latin American journals on
the global stage. On the other hand, there is the desire to be included
in international indexes, albeit under rules defined by impact factors
and citation counts. How many thousands of pages have we written
lamenting the lack of representation in the “core” or “mainstream”? In
doing so, we contribute to our own marginalization. Although most
infrastructures (Latindex, CLACSO, Redalyc, and AmeliCA) have
opposed this model and published countless critiques, the international
mainstream model, legitimized regionally through SciELO, has
generated a contradiction we cannot overcome. Hence this warning
regarding transformative agreements: national science and technology
organizations (ONCyTs) and institutions have “bought into” and
aligned their internal processes with the mainstream and ranking
models, undermining previous efforts, disregarding non-commercial
infrastructures, and perpetually devaluing institutional publishing
systems that remain underfunded, except for those included in the
“core” or “mainstream”.

Within this specific Latin American context, the strategy
promoted by cOAlition S has sparked debate and concern among
the region’s academic community. Overall, it has been noted that for
the region to integrate into the Plan S model, the plan proposes
exemption policies and equitable APC payments. However, this model
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is unsustainable for the region because it is based on a commercial
approach to scholarly communication, in contrast to the non-commercial
mechanisms long established in Latin America (Becerril-Garcia, 2019).
Moreover, the solution is not exemption or charity, nor the notion of a
“fair price”—if such a thing exists—. The issue is the appropriation
of a public good which, in the Latin American case, is largely financed
with public funds. This is the critical point. For the region, joining the
global conversation means abandoning its cooperative model, closely
aligned with societal needs, in favor of a commercial model that
commodifies knowledge and in which significant academic sectors are
inevitably excluded. This is not the way forward.

The strategies proposed by Plan S demonstrate concern for inequity
in access to knowledge but fail to address inequity in publication
and avoid questioning the problem of control by a small number of
powerful publishing houses. Latin American scientific communities have
emphasized that Plan S disregards the fact that its strategies negatively
affect regions with distinct scholarly communication structures, such
as Latin America, where there is a strong tradition of non-commercial
publishing. The exemption policies and discounted APCs that Plan S
proposes for regions like ours are insufficient mechanisms for opening
scholarly communication and do not structurally address the persistent
problems of exclusion in both access and publication (Debat and Babini,
2020: 282).

Other communities in the region have pointed out that while Plan
S secks to eliminate paywalls to achieve open access, it does not aim to
reduce the concentration of power and profits enjoyed by a handful of
commercial publishers (Aguado-Lépez and Becerril-Garcfa, 2020). In
Latin America, the “transformative” strategy promoted by Europe is
especially concerning, as it has been argued that it hinders a comprehensive
and sustainable transition to open science and undermines the OA models
that have operated in the region for decades (Becerril-Garcia and Cérdoba
Gonzilez, 2024: 257).

Against this backdrop, it becomes essential to analyze how the
Plan S model is being configured in Latin America, a region with a
non-commercial scholarly publishing system that has demonstrated
sustainability for decades. The Latin American model tends to
emphasize the importance of scientific communication as a process
of democratization and regional identity-building. Specifically, the
objective of this paper is to analyze the Latin American institutions and
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countries that have entered into “transformative agreements”, identifying
the publishing groups with which these agreements were signed and
examining their specific conditions: the volume of articles permitted,
rights of use and access, and whether the journals included belong to
the so-called “core”, “mainstream”, or “principal current” of science.

The study suggests that the adoption of such agreements in Latin
America represents the implementation of a model rooted in the
commercialization of knowledge, given that the strategy promoted
by Plan S: (1) perpetuates commercial practices such as APCs;
(2) strengthens the presence and control of a small group of powerful
publishers in scholarly communication; (3) does not guarantee that
scientific contributions published in this context will not be
commercialized in the future; and (4) fails to structurally alter the
evaluation and publication culture centered on the “core”, “mainstream”,
or “principal current’, since it continues to direct scholarly publishing
toward journals with the highest citation-based metrics in this circuit.

Methodology

The research was conducted to analyze the characteristics of the
agreements implemented under the Plan S and thereby characterizing
the publishing model that is taking shape in Latin America through
these agreements. The study universe comprises information on 37
agreements negotiated by six institutions across three Latin American
countries:
1. Mexico:
a. Universidad Nacional Auténoma de México (UNAM), 22
agreements.
b. Universidad Auténoma Metropolitana (UAM), 4 agreements.
c. Benemérita Universidad Auténoma de Puebla (BUAP), 2
agreements.
2. Colombia:
a. Consorcio Colombia, composed of 63 institutions (see List
1?), 3 agreements.
b. Pontificia Universidad Javeriana (PUJ), 2 agreements.
4. Chile:
a. Universidad de Concepcién (UdeC), 4 agreements.

2 'The lists, tables, and figures are provided in the Supplementary Materials at the end of
this article (Editor’s note).
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It should be noted that PUJ is one of the institutions that make up
Consorcio Colombia, and therefore it is already included in the three
agreements signed by the consortium. To avoid duplicating information,
the analysis of Consorcio Colombia considered its three agreements,
while the analysis of PUJ included only the two agreements established
independently of the consortium.

The information was collected between November 15, 2023, and
January 31, 2024. The data sources were the official websites of each
institution, where information regarding the respective agreements was
made publicly available (see List 2).

The study analyzes three main aspects:

1.

10

Identification of actors and communities: This was addressed
by analyzing how many agreements cach institution has
signed, with which publishers, their duration, and the
number of scientific articles committed in each contract
for publication. Each institution presents its agreement
information differently, i.c., there is no standardized way
of disclosing data on the agreements. However, in all cases,
information was found regarding the aforementioned
variables. In some instances, scientific articles were specified
as fixed numbers, while in others they were described as
“unlimited” production.

Usage and reading rights: This part of the analysis focused on
identifying the types of licenses for use and distribution of
works formalized in the agreements, in order to assess the
potential for commercialization of scientific output
—specifically, whether the licenses included in each contract
allow or prohibit commercial use of academic literature—.
Information on the type of license established was available
only for UNAM, as provided by the institution itself. For
Consorcio Colombia and PU]J, data were obtained from
their records in ESAC, since these are the only institutions
that have registered their contracts with this initiative (see
Table 1). This aspect could not be analyzed in the cases of
BUAP, UAM, and UdeC, since the information is not publicly
available, nor are they registered in ESAC. In total, the
agreements excluded from this part of the analysis represent

27% (5.4% BUAP; 10.8% UAM; 10.8% UdeC).
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3. Effects on scientific evaluation: This was examined by

analyzing the journals in which institutions are allowed to
publish according to each publisher’s agreement, their quartile
ranking in the Scimago Journal & Country Rank (SJR)’ and
their field of knowledge. The purpose of this component was
to analyze the influence of evaluation practices oriented toward
the so-called “mainstream” on the choice of publishers and
journals included in the agreements, as well as to identify
potential differences by field of knowledge.
Each institution publishes lists of the journals covered by this
agreements®. The fields included in these lists are: journal title,
ISSN, publisher, journal link, discipline, quartile, and type of
access (hybrid or full open access). These fields allowed the
identification of journals.

The journals were then assigned to a field of knowledge,
classifying disciplines qualitatively into the categories of Natural
and Exact Sciences (NES) or Social Sciences and Humanities
(SSH) (see Table 2). Although some lists provide the quartile of
journals, they do not specify the database to which the quartile
refers. Therefore, the SJR database was consulted to identify,
under a standardized approach, whether each journal was
indexed in this system and, if so, its quartile. This
identification was carried out by searching for each journals
ISSN in SJR.

The total number of journals in which institutions are
allowed to publish under the analyzed agreements is 17,749.
After removing duplicates, the total number of unique journals

3 'This part of the study also sought to consider the Journal Impact Factor (JCR) by
Clarivate, given its general recognition as a benchmark of the so-called “mainstream”.
However, this proved unfeasible, as the list of journals provided by the JCR (hteps://
mjl.clarivate.com/collection-list-downloads) does not include information regarding
the quartile of the journals—an aspect that is particularly relevant for establishing the
connection between evaluation aligned with the “mainstream” and the selection of
publishing groups and journals for negotiating agreements within the framework of
Plan S.

4 UNAM: https://digitalab-ssic.unam.mx/acuerdos, UAM: https://www.bidi.uam.mx/
acuerdos/index.html, Consorcio Colombia: https://www.consorciocolombia.co/acuerdos-
transformativos/,  PUJ:https://javeriana.libguides.com/c.php?g=1058475&p=9702588,
UdeC: https://bibliotecas.udec.cl/recursos/servicios-de-apoyo-a-la-investigacion-y-docencia/

11
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was 10,722. Of these, 7,268 (67.8%) belong to NES and
3,454 (32.2%) to SSH.

It should be noted that BUAP does not provide
information on the journals in which its researchers can publish
under its agreements, and therefore could not be included in
this part of the study. These agreements account for 5.4% of the
total. Likewise, UdeC’s journal lists do not include ISSN
identifiers, preventing the search of its journals in SJR.
Consequently, for this institution, the analysis was limited to

the field of knowledge.
Results

The identification of the communities that have formalized agreements
aligned with the publishing policy proposed by Plan S indicates that, as of
January 2024, the Latin American countries engaged in such agreements
are Colombia, Mexico, and Chile. The participating institutions are the
Universidad Nacional Auténoma de México (UNAM), Universidad
Auténoma Metropolitana (UAM), Benemérita Universidad Auténoma
de Puebla (BUAP), Consorcio Colombia, Pontificia Universidad Javeriana
(PUJ), and Universidad de Concepcién (UdeC).

Transforming: Empowering a Concentrated and Monopolistic System

The agreements reveal a growing adoption in Latin America: 14 were
recorded in 2022, 28 in 2023, and by January 2024 a total of 37 had
been documented, representing a relative growth of 62.2% in two years.
This is part of a broader global trend; for instance, it has been reported
that by March 2022 there were 429 agreements established across 39
countries through 101 institutions, libraries, or consortia, while six
months later this had increased to 542 agreements in 41 countries and
119 institutions (Godinez-Larios, 2024). Importantly, what matters
in this analysis is not the sheer number, but the emerging trend and,
particularly, the significance and influence of the institutions signing
these agreements. This is relevant given that a European policy is being
adopted by Latin American institutions, disregarding local contexts and
the implications of these decisions, which have the potential to slowly
and expensively erode the Latin American publishing ecosystem.

12
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In terms of the total number of articles committed for publication,
Colombia accounts for 1,660 (1,640 by Consorcio Colombia and 20
by PUJ) and Mexico for 3,872 (UNAM). This total includes only
those agreements with fixed numbers of articles, as others stipulate
“anlimited” publications (UAM and BUAP). UdeC, in contrast, did not
provide records of the number of articles negotiated nor whether they
are “unlimited”. Figure 1 shows the volume of articles and agreements by
country and year of initiation.

From a publishing perspective, the analysis revealed the relationships
established between institutions and publishing groups. Figure 2
synthesizes this perspective.

The agreements formalized in Latin America demonstrate links
with “major” commercial publishers. Generally, the involvement of these
large publishers in negotiations promoted by Plan S has raised concerns
about the perpetuation of a system that consolidates their control over
the academic community and research institutions. This is especially
relevant in a context of concentration and control; for example, it
has been documented that since the 2010s, scientific publishing has
become concentrated in a small group of commercial publishers, which
operate under market logics and contribute to an oligopolistic structure
(Lariviere er al, 2015: 9-10). Among these major publishers are
Elsevier, Wiley, Taylor & Francis, Sage, and Springer Nature, which
collectively control around 60% of the scientific publishing industry
(Shapiro, 2013: 240). While the central argument of Plan S is that
such agreements will transform scientific publishing into a more open
system, it is worth asking whether openness alone is sufhicient to change
the system. Evidence after several years of implementation suggests that
it is not a significant or sufficient factor. This is clearly illustrated in
Figure 2, where Elsevier, Springer Nature, Wiley, Sage, and Taylor &
Francis —highly profitable and concentrated commercial publishers—
account for 24.3% of all agreements.

5 These are “unlimited” publications, although it is well understood that institutions
are unlikely to exceed the average number of publications. Surpassing the predetermined
number of articles would, in fact, represent a drawback. The notion of “unlimited”
thus serves as both a justificatory and legitimizing concept. First, because researchers’
publishing traditions are not ecasily altered. What is intended to change —albeit
gradually— is that, given the “no-cost” condition, researchers may begin to consider
other platforms. In such cases, the signatory institution, should it lack or choose not
to allocate resources to other journals, is able to provide an alternative option for its
researchers.

13
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Concentration becomes even clearer when analyzing the number of
articles negotiated: Elsevier, Springer Nature, Wiley, and Taylor & Francis
account for 74.3% of the articles committed under these agreements. This
is in addition to contracts stipulating “unlimited” numbers of articles,
which appear to function more as a commercial strategy to tic institutions
to a model where “quality” continues to be defined by the “core” under
this paradigm, what is not part of the “core” has no value, thereby
excluding more than 50,000 non-commercial journals. This confirms that
the critical issue is not diversity of publishers but the concentration of
articles, underscoring the monopolistic characteristics of the dominant
commercial system.

The first agreements in Latin America were signed by Consorcio
Colombia with three publishers —Elsevier, Springer Nature, and
Taylor & Francis— which came into effect on January 1, 2022, with a
three-year duration. It was expected that 40%-70% of articles previously
published under closed access would transition to OA (Consorcio
Colombia, 2021). In total, Consorcio Colombia negotiated 1,640
articles (810 with Springer Nature, representing 49.4%; 650 with
Elsevier, 39.6%; and 180 with Taylor & Francis, 11% of the total) (see
Figure 3).

Consorcio Colombia, composed of 63 institutions, divided them
into two groups with the aim of, as argued, distributing the articles
equitably among its members. Group 1 included institutions with a lower
publication record in the publishers with which the agreements were
signed and was allocated 25% of the articles. Group 2 comprised
institutions with a higher publication record and received 75%
(Consorcio Colombia, 2021). Equity, however, seems far from achieved;
rather, the quota distribution reinforces disparities and control in
Colombia.

In 2023, PUJ signed two additional agreements, one with IOP
Publishing and another with Wiley. PU]J prioritizes publication in
journals indexed in quartiles 1 and 2 (Pontificia Universidad Javeriana,
2022). It negotiated “unlimited” articles with IOP and 20 articles with
Wiley.

UNAM signed agreements starting in January 2022 with seven
publishers: Cambridge University Press, The Company of Biologists,
De Gruyter, IWA Publishing, the Microbiology Society, Wiley,
and the Association for Computing Machinery. In 2023, it added
agreements with six more publishers: Rockefeller University Press,
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Springer Nature, IOP Publishing, PLOS, AIP Publishing, and msp.
In 2024, nine additional agreements were established with: American
Chemical Society, American Institute of Mathematical Sciences,
Bioscientifica, Elsevier, Karger, Oxford University Press, Portland Press,
Royal Society of Chemistry, and The Royal Society. The number of
articles negotiated per year and publisher, as well as contract durations,
are shown in Figure 3.

BUAP signed agreements with two publishers, the Microbiology
Society and the Royal Society, starting in 2023 and running until 2025,
both allowing for “unlimited” publications (see Figure 3).

UAM signed four agreements with ACS, IOP Publishing, SAGE,
and Wiley, all starting in 2023 and expiring in 2026. Each provides for
“unlimited” publications over the duration of the agreement, without
specifying fixed annual quotas.

UdeC signed agreements in 2022 with four publishers: IOP
Publishing, Cambridge University Press, the European Mathematical
Society, and the Microbiology Society. It does not provide information
on the number of articles negotiated.

CC BY: The Legal Framework of Appropriation and Commodification

A second dimension of analysis relates to usage and reading rights of
scientific contributions published under Plan S. Specifically, this was
examined through the legal licenses for use and distribution of scientific
articles, as these determine, among other things, ownership, commercial
use, and the preservation of patrimonial rights.

Plan S states in its first principle that all publications must carry
a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license, in line with the
requirements of the Berlin Declaration (cOAlition S, 2018b). The study
shows that at least 73% of the agreements formalized this license, while
27% do not specify a license type. In short, evidence indicates that
three out of four works may be reused or commercialized by anyone,
provided the authors are cited. The critical point to emphasize is that
the CC BY license allows commercialization of knowledge, which
challenges its treatment as a public good.

In the agreements analyzed, UNAM, PU]J, and Consorcio Colombia
all indicated CC BY licenses, and each contract specifies the CC BY
options available to authors. For example, as shown in Table 3, UNAM’s
contract with Elsevier offers CC BY, CC BY-NC-ND, CC BY-SA, and
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CC BY-NC-SA options. Similarly, the Consorcio Colombia-Elsevier
agreement specifies, CC BY variants (see Table 3).

The predominance of CC BY licenses suggests that the Plan S
framework does not alter conditions that enable the potential
privatization, appropriation, and commercialization of knowledge.
That is, OA publications can be repackaged into closed, paywalled
products. This trend is particularly evident in the distribution of
documents committed to publication: of the 5,532 articles under fixed-
quantity agreements, virtually all were assigned CC BY licenses. The
same applies to “unlimited” agreements, such as those signed with IOP
Publishing by UNAM and PU]J (see Table 3).

The CC BY license permits commercial use of works without
requiring additional permission from the author or copyright holder.
While this may facilitate knowledge dissemination, it can also lead to
loss of control and undermine the mission of public institutions. In
other words, there is no guarantee that derivative products will
remain OA and not be commercialized, unless licenses such as
CC BY-NC-SA are used, as recommended in the Declaracién México
signed by Latindex, Redalyc, Clacso, and IBICT in 2020.

Several studies have identified CC BY as a commercial license,
reinforcing the interpretation that it enables commodification. Creative
Commons itself, by promoting the least restrictive licenses as most
beneficial for science, contributed to this perception. The motto “As
open as possible, as closed as necessary”, similar to the FAIR principles,
encapsulates this approach, which ends up privileging total openness
without protection, thus enabling appropriation, privatization, and
commodification of knowledge, a public good largely financed by
society. This view is further supported by current debates on ownership
of information in generative artificial intelligence: under CC BY, all
licensed content can be legally extracted without recourse.

Recursiveness: Legitimizing the “Core”

A third dimension of analysis concerns evaluation processes and the
legitimization of the “core” or “mainstream”. We asked: Are the journals
included in the agreements part of the “mainstream”? Are they among the
top quartiles?

The study shows that a significant share of journals where institutions

can publish are indeed part of the “core”, identified through SJR. Of the
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10,722 journals available, 85.9% are indexed in SJR. Moreover, most
are in the top quartiles: 43.4% in quartile 1, 18.2% in quartile 2, 12% in
quartile 3, 2.8% in quartile 4, 0.1% unspecified, and 14.1% not indexed
in SJR. Most of these journals belong to Natural and Exact Sciences
(NES), representing 67.8% (sce Table 4).

This indicates that the evaluative culture oriented toward the
“mainstream” significantly shapes the publishing model emerging under
Plan S: publisher and journal selection is guided by their inclusion
in the commercially oriented “core”, in this case, Scopus via Scimago
Journal Ranks. In effect, the agreements reinforce the presence of high-
prestige commercial journals, paradoxically strengthening the very model
they claim to challenge. However, the outlook differs somewhat for
Social Sciences and Humanities (SSH), given their lower representation
(32.2%). Among SSH journals, 88% are indexed in SJR, distributed
as follows: 42.2% in quartile 1, 28.8% in quartile 2, 14.2% in quartile
3,2.6% in quartile 4, 0.2% unspecified, and 12% not indexed in SJR (see
Table 4).

UNAM provides data for all journals in which it can publish,
except those from The Royal Society. It can publish in 7,177 journals, of
which 73.2% are NES and 26.8% SSH. Regarding quartiles, 45.5% are
in Q1, 26.4% in Q2, 9.9% in Q3, 2.2% in Q4, 0.2% unspecified, and
15.8% not indexed in SJR. Nearly three-quarters (71.9%) fall within
Q1 and Q2 (see Table 5).

Consorcio Colombia’s trend is similar: it can publish in 6,001
journals, of which 41.6% are NES, 30.7% SSH, and 27.7% unspecified
(mainly Elsevier). Quartile distribution shows 44.3% in Q1, 29.5% in
Q2, 12.4% in Q3, 3.1% in Q4, 0.1% unspecified, and 10.6% not indexed
in SJR.

PUJ can publish in 1,972 journals, of which 70.8% are NES,
25.3% SSH, and 3.9% unspecified (e.g., IOP’s 76 journals). Quartile
distribution shows 42.7% in QI, 27.2% in Q2, 11.1% in Q3, 1.8% in
Q4, 0.2% unspecified, and 17% not indexed. As with previous cases,
more than half belong to the top quartiles.

UAM can publish in 2,079 journals, though more than half
(57.8%) do not specify their field (e.g., IOP and SAGE). Of the remainder,
31.1% are NES and 11.1% SSH. Quartile distribution shows 56.2% in
Ql, 21.8% in Q2, 8.3% in Q3, 1.7% in Q4, 0.1% unspecified, and
11.9% not indexed.
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Finally, UdeC can publish in 520 journals, of which 51.1% are
NES and 48.9% SSH. Unlike other cases, this institution shows no
significant difference between fields. However, it is notable that in three
of its four agreements, no SSH journals were included (IOP, EMS,
Microbiology Society).

These findings clearly show that although knowledge openness is
being pursued —an undoubtedly important advance— the dominant
model remains intact: the “core” is unchanged, and restrictions are even
tighter, as emphasis is now placed on Q1 and Q2 journals. It is not enough
to be part of the “core”; journals must be in the top two quartiles. Beyond
the bias toward NES, English-language dominance, and a Northern
orientation, this evidence confirms global trends (Godinez-Larios, 2024).
From this, we can affirm:

1. Significant progress has been made in openness, a fundamental

step.

2. The model centered on the “core”, largely commercial, persists.

3. Evaluation, recognition, and assessment processes of contributions

across fields remain unchanged, as will be discussed further.

Discussion

The model of scientific communication —particularly through peer-
reviewed journals— has been commercialized. A “core” has been
established that has replaced them as communication structures and
positioned them instead as evaluation structures, based on the citation
impact of journals within the “core” and on indicators such as the
Impact Factor (IF) or Scimago Journal Rank (SJR). Visibility, quality,
and equity are defined in a circular manner by what is contained in
the “core”. Their alignment with values and strategies is determined
by the “core’, raising the question of whether it can be articulated
with values and principles grounded in the idea that knowledge, science,
and journals are public goods, and whether institutions from the
Global South, and particularly Latin America, are included in this
model. At the outset, the answer is no, since the vast majority of these
journals are owned by commercial publishers, with the implications
previously discussed. The “core”—even when open— is in contradiction
with non-commercial OA, science, and journals as public goods. This
permanent tension effectively excludes the regional publishing system,
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and when it participates in the so-called “global conversation”, meaning
the “core”, it must pay significant amounts in APCs.

As this model is imposed through evaluation systems based on
indicators such as IF-WoS-Clarivate and SJR-Scopus-Elsevier, and
despite digital technologies enabling knowledge to be shared as a
public good (Budapest Open Access Initiative: Recommendations on
its 20th Anniversary, 2022), there emerged a search for a model of OA
based on the recognition that there can be no meaningful knowledge
without access to global research results. However, and this is the central
point of discussion, a key question remains: Is it possible to modify
the commercial communication model and return control to universities
and research centers in order to achieve the goals of OA —without
distortion— as envisioned in Budapest and BOAI20?

This concern has been the subject of extensive debate in initiatives
such as the San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA,
2012), the Latin American Forum on Scientific Evaluation (FOLEC,
2019), the Leiden Manifesto (Hicks ez al., 2015), the Helsinki Initiative
on Multilingualism in Scholarly Communication (Federation of Finnish
Learned Societies et al., 2019), and the Barcelona Declaration on Open
Research Information (Kramer ez al., 2024), among many others. These
initiatives have sought to improve and develop evaluation systems to
make them fairer, more transparent, and more effective, although
with limited results.

In recent decades, the tension and strategies have centered on the
possibility of constructing an alternative model. The North has sought
to do so without altering the commercial framework: knowledge
resides in the “core”, which must simply be made global and open, later
adding “academic ownership” and charging authors through APCs. In
contrast, the Global South —especially Latin America— developed a
collaborative model funded by universities, later termed the “diamond”
model. What are the differences? How do “transformative agreements”
affect or potentially undermine this model? Latin America has not only
sustained a non-commercial tradition for more than three decades,
with specific OA legislation, but has also expanded these policies
toward Open Science in line with UNESCO’s Recommendation on
Open Science (UNESCO, 2021).

cOAlition S has argued that in Latin America, access to scientific
publications has always been open, and while the region was advancing
OA correctly, the rest of the world was overtaken by commercial
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publishers who extracted enormous profits from research communities
in the North and the West. Yet, publishers cannot simply be wished
away; hence, Plan S engages with them through “transparent” and
“transformative” agreements (Rooryck, 2019). However, as admitted
by its own leadership, Plan S’s objectives are inherently limited.

The articulation of cOAlition S clarified the distinction between
Plan S and other global OA initiatives. From the Latin American
perspective, the goal is for academics to retain control over their own
work, not to sustain a for-profit sector. The “transformative agreements”
and “transparent pricing” promoted by Plan S reflect the interests of
commercial publishers rather than those of the academic community,
particularly outside the Global North. Thus, the primary critique
of Plan S is accurate: it is a Eurocentric proposal that does not aim
to reduce profits or the concentration of power over scholarly publishing
held by a few commercial publishers, while leaving the current
communication system virtually intact (Aguado-Lépez & Becerril-Garcfa,
2019).

The differences between cOAlition S and the Latin American
scientific community persist despite ongoing dialogue. For instance,
in 2019 the event Open Talks marked the first activity with the Plan S
representative in the region, and in October 2023, during the Global
Summit on Diamond OA in Toluca, Mexico, the same tensions
reemerged. In the North, a diamond OA model is adopted without
excluding commercial publishers, seeking journals that charge neither
APCs nor publication fees and remain under academic ownership.
In contrast, the South issued the Manifesto on Science as a Global
Public Good: Non-Commercial OA (2023), which frames science as a
public good, advocating non-exclusion and non-rivalry, and demanding
a fully non-commercial approach. This manifesto critiques the commercial
OA model —based on APCs and “transformative” agreements— as
a distortion of the original purpose of Open Science, proposing the
diamond OA model as a viable solution. As of September 2024, it had
been signed by 13,902 institutions and individuals across 81 countries.

One critical issue underlying the debate between commercial and
non-commercial models is licensing, which defines conditions of use.
Latindex, Redalyc, Clacso, and IBICT issued the Declaracién México
in support of the Latin American non-commercial OA ecosystem,
recommending the CC BY-NC-SA license to safeguard regional
academic and scientific production in OA (Latindex ez /., 2020). This
has direct implications for both the immediate use of scientific articles
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and their derivatives, particularly regarding the appropriation of
knowledge funded with public resources. The openness promoted by
Plan S and the Global North allows knowledge to be released without
restrictions on future appropriation. Consequently, for the sustainability
of the diamond model, openness alone is insufficient.

To ensure that science remains a global public good, it is essential
to adopt the license proposed by the Declaracién México: CC BY-NC-
SA. This license prevents appropriation and commercialization, while
requiring derivative works to also remain OA without restrictions,
except one: the prohibition of private appropriation, thereby ensuring
permanent status as a public good. Latin America has pursued this path
for over three decades, demonstrating its feasibility and sustainability.
Nevertheless, European proposals such as Plan S exacerbate tensions and
threaten the regional model.

The purpose of this article has been to show that although still
incipient, “transformative” agreements are gaining traction in the region
and may have negative consequences, not only due to the financial costs
involved but also because they strengthen and legitimize a model directly
linked to commercial interests. The evidence shows that the journals
included in these agreements: (1) are predominantly from the five
largest commercial publishers; (2) are mostly ranked in Q1 and Q2 of
the “core”; and (3) although their adoption in Latin America is still
limited, they are being led by prestigious universities of recognized
quality. This suggests potential long-term, yet highly detrimental, effects
for the region, given that the hegemonic evaluation model has already
been adopted and these agreements further reinforce its publication
directionality. What is new is that the commercial model now seeks
legitimacy through openness and the prestige of the “core”.

Knowledge as a public good and human right, if it is to serve as
a roadmap, as enshrined in Article 3 of the Mexican Constitution,
Section 5, the General Law on Humanities, Sciences, Technologies, and
Innovation (LGHCTTI, 2023) (Diario Oficial de la Federacién, 2023),
Colombia’s National Open Science Policy 2022-2031 (2022), the various
regulations of Argentina and Peru, and the recent Declaration of the
Ibero-American University Council (CSUCA), among others, requires a
reconfiguration of the publishing ecosystem in several ways:

1. Recognizing non-commercial diamond journals as quality

outlets, since they are currently excluded from the system.

2. Evaluating the article itself —the published content— rather than

the prestige of the journal in which it appears.
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3. Transforming impact indicators: citations may be one metric, but
citations to the article itself, not the journal, and complemented
by other elements that reflect whether publicly funded
knowledge is contributing to global, regional, national, or local
needs.

4. Ensuring that the means of dissemination —articles, books, and
so forth— serve the broader goals of building a more inclusive,
democratic, and just society.

Conclusions

Although “transformative” agreements did not originate with Plan §,
they were institutionalized and promoted globally through it, thereby
becoming an “adequate” policy for international expansion. However,
in 2023 cOAlition S announced the end of its financial support for
“transformative” agreements, as they failed to achieve the intended shift
from subscription-based to open access publishing models. Instead,
these agreements risk becoming permanent, thereby perpetuating
the hybrid OA model that cOAlition S had consistently opposed
(cOAlition S, 2023).

The evidence presented here shows that “transformative” agreements
consolidate the commercial pathway of scholarly publishing by
placing knowledge in OA while institutionalizing a pay-to-publish
mechanism. In Latin America, these agreements have generally
promoted publication within the “mainstream”, alongside a tendency
toward commercialization through the licenses specified in each
contract. The volume of documents committed to each publisher
demonstrates that the agreements reinforce commercial logics, leading
scientific publishing toward APC-based and oligopolistic schemes.

Commercialization and the loss of control by the academic and
scientific community in the realm of scholarly communication intensify
when journals —specialized communication outlets— become evaluation
structures instead of communication structures. Science thereby loses
its original ethos: sharing in order to improve and solve problems. The
strategies and debates reviewed here highlight concerns over inequity
and inequality in access to knowledge, yet overlook participation and
the evaluation of contributions without addressing the issue of control.
While science increasingly moves toward Open Access and Open
Science, two fundamental questions remain unresolved and will
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profoundly shape its trajectory: (1) whether the model should follow
commercial or non-commercial logics, and (2) who will retain control
over the production, circulation, and legitimation of knowledge.
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Annexes
List 1
Institutions that make up the Consorcio Colombia

Universidad Nacional de Colombia
Pontificia Universidad Javeriana
Universidad de Antioquia
Universidad de los Andes
Universidad del Valle

Universidad del Rosario
Universidad del Norte

Universidad Industrial de Santander
. Universidad Pontificia Bolivariana
10. Universidad Antonio Narifio

11. Universidad de Caldas

00N AW AN =
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12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41].
42.
43.
44,
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.

the Commercialization of Knowledge in Latin America

Universidad de la Costa

Universidad de la Sabana

Universidad de Medellin

Universidad del Cauca

Universidad El Bosque

Universidad Distrital Francisco José de Caldas
Universidad Eafit

Universidad ICESI

Universidad Tecnoldgica de Pereira
Universidad Pedagdgica y Tecnoldgica
Universidad de Cartagena

Instituto Tecnoldgico Metropolitano
Universidad CES

Universidad Cooperativa de Colombia
Universidad de La Salle

Universidad del Magdalena

Universidad del Quindio

Universidad del Tolima

Universidad Militar Nueva Granada
Universidad Santo Tomas

Universidad Simén Bolivar
Corporacién Universitaria Minuto de Dios
Fundacién Universitaria Konrad Lorenz
Universidad Auténoma de Bucaramanga
Universidad Auténoma de Occidente
Universidad de Pamplona

Universidad EAN

Universidad Externado de Colombia
Universidad ETA

Universidad Surcolombiana
Universidad San Buenaventura
Universidad Santiago de Cali
Universidad UNAD

Universidad de la Guajira

Universidad de los Llanos

Universidad Popular del Cesar
Universidad Tecnoldgica de Bolivar
Universidad de la Amazonia

Fundacién Universitaria del Area Andina
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51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.

Fundacién Universitaria Luis Amigd

Universidad Colegio Mayor de Cundinamarca
Universidad de Ciencias Aplicadas y Ambientales
Universidad de Ibagué

Universidad La Gran Colombia

Corporacién Universitaria Auténoma del Cauca
Universidad del Sina

Institucién Universitaria Colegio Mayor de Antioquia
Unidad Central del Valle del Cauca

Fundacién Universitaria Agraria De Colombia (Uniagraria)
Agrosavia

Instituto Amazdnico SINCHI

Instituto Nacional de Cancerologia

Source: Consorcio Colombia website.

List 2

Ofhicial pages containing information on the agreements of each institution

UNAM: https://digitalab-ssie.unam.mx/acuerdos

UAM: https://www.bidi.uam.mx/acuerdos/index.html
BUAP:https://accucoms.com/transformative-agreements-buap-royal-
society-microbiology-society/

Consorcio Colombia: https://www.consorciocolombia.co/acuerdos-
transformativos/

PUJ: https://javeriana.libguides.com/c.php?g=1058475&p=9702588
UdeC:https://bibliotecas.udec.cl/recursos/servicios-de-apoyo-a-la-
investigacion-y-docencia/

Source: Own elaboration.
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Table 1

Source of Agreement Records from the Colombia Consortium and PU]J in ESAC

Institution Publisher Limk in ESAC
. https://esac-initiative.org/about/transformative-
Elsevier .
agreements/agreement-registry/els2022co/
Consorcio Springer https://esac-initiative.org/about/transformative-
Colombia Nature agreements/agreement-registry/sn2022co/
Taylor & hteps://esac-initiative.org/about/transformative-
Francis agreements/agreement-registry/tf2022co/
0P o https://esac-initiative.org/about/transformative-
Pubhshlng agreements/ agrecment—registry/ iop2023puj/
PUJ
Wiley https://esac-initiative.org/about/transformative-

agreements/agreement-registry/wiley2023puj/

Source: Own elaboration based on information from the official pages of the institutions

and ESAC (n.d.).
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Tabla 2

Clasificacion de disciplinas por drea de conocimiento

Institucio o S . . Disciplines provided in the journal list, Assigned
nstitucién Disciplines provided in the journal list sl A Spratith kno:rrtljzdgc
LR RN AR R
UNAM ?griculturc, Aquaculture & Food Agricultura, Acuicultura y Ciencias de los CNyE
cience alimentos

Chemistry Quimica

Earth, Space & Environmental Sciences g::;f;:stgk la Tierra, el Espacioy el Medio

Life Sciences Ciencias de la vida

Medicine Medicina

Physical Sciences & Engineering Ciencias Fisicas ¢ Ingenierfa

Computer Science & Information Ciencias de la Computacién y Tecnologfa de la

Technology Informacién

Mathematics & Statistics Matemdticas y Estadistica

Veterinary Veterinaria

Nursing, Dentistry & Healthcare Enfermerfa, Odontologfa y Salud

Automation & control systems Sistemas de automatizacién y control

Biochemical Bioquimica

Biotechnology & applied microbiology ~ Biotecnologfa y microbiologfa aplicada

Engineering, biomedical Ingenieria Biomédica

Oncology Oncologia

Pharmacolog Farmacologia
T e et e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e r e e e e v e e
Architecture & Planning Arquitectura y Planificacién CSyH
Humanities Humanidades

Law Derecho

Art & Applied Arts Artey Artes Aplicadas

Psychology Psicologia

Business, Economics, Finance
& Accounting

Negocios, Economia, Finanzas y Contabilidad

General & Introductory Linguistics

Lingiifstica general ¢ introductoria

Social & Behavioral Sciences
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Institution Disciplines provided in the journal list Discip li:;snlz lr;\:;ic:tionstph: rfi(;;ma.l fise kﬁzsx:v%::lge
area
Agriculture Agricultura CNyE
Chemistry Quimica
Biochemical Bioquimica
Engineering, Chemical Ingenierfa quimica
Polymer Science Ciencia de los Polimeros
Medicine Medicina
Environmental Science Ciencias Ambientales
Agronomy Agronomia
Anatomy Anatomia
Anesthesiology Anestesiologfa
Astronomy & Astrophysics Astronomfa y Astrofisica
Biology Biologfa
Biophysics Biofisica
Neurology Neurologia
Odontology Odontologia
Ecology Ecologia
Food science & technology Ciencias de los alimentos y tecnologfa
Optics Optica
Pediatrics Pediatrfa
Robotics Robética
Statistics & Probability Estadistica y probabilidad
Urology Urologia
Veterinary Veterinaria
Zoology Zoologia
L TR RN NN RTINS
Economy Economia CSyH
Anthropology Antropologia
Architecture Arquitectura
Art Arte
Business & Finance Negocios y Finanzas
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Institution Disciplines provided in the journal list Discip li::;:f: f;:f?iionst:: r:'i(:;ma.l fis, klr\lzsxirgl:;ge
area
Communication Comunicacién
Ethics Etica
Geography Geografia
History Historia
Language & Linguistics Lengua y Lingiiistica
International relations Relaciones Internacionales
Law Derecho
Literature Literatura
Music Musica
Philosophy Filosofta
Poetry Poesia
Religion Religién
Sociology Sociologfa
TR e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e v e e e e e
Agriculture Agricultura CNyE
Biology Biologfa
Chemical Quimica
Life Sciences Ciencias de la vida
Mathematics & Statistics Matemdticas y Estadistica
Medicine Medicina
Microbiology Microbiologia
Neuroscience Neurociencia
Nursing, Dentistry & Healthcare Enfermerfa, Odontologia y Salud
Optics Optica
Pharmacology Farmacologfa
Engineering Ingenieria
Veterinary Veterinaria
TR e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
Art Arte CSyH

Architecture & Planning

Arquitectura y Planificacién

Humanities

Humanidades

Law

Derecho
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Institution

Consorcio
Colombia

the Commercialization of Knowledge in Latin America

Disciplines provided in the journal list Discip ﬁ:‘:ﬂ‘: f;:i::tionstph: nji(;;mal fis, kl:f)s‘jvgl:;gc
area
Mathematics & Statistics Matemdticas y Estadistica CNyE
Medicine Medicina
Engincering & Technology Ingenierfa y Tecnologia
Bioscience Biociencia
Nursing Enfermeria
Dentistry Odontologia
Physical Sciences Ciencias Fisicas
Earth Sciences Ciencias de la tierra
Food Science & Technology Ciencias de los alimentos y tecnologia
T e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
Language & Literature Literatura y lenguaje CSyH
Humanities Humanidades
Geography Geograffa
International Relations Relaciones Internacionales
Economy Economia
Education Educacién
Law Derecho
Arts Artes
Tourism Turismo
Communication Comunicacion
Politics & International Relations Politica y Relaciones Internacionales
Tourism Turismo
Literature Literatura
T e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
Agronomy Agronomia CNyE
Agriculture Agricultura
Astronomy & Astrophysics Astronomfa y Astrofisica
Biophysics Biofisica
Biology Biologia
Biotechnology Biotecnologia
Neurology Neurologfa
Artificial Intelligence Inteligencia Artificial
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Institution Disciplines provided in the journal list Disclp lil;_e:nz lr;:i‘;iie:tionst[l:: nji(:l_]lmal fis, kﬁ(s)svlvgl:;;c
area
Computer Science Ciencias de la computacién
Ecology Ecologia
Medicine Medicina
Engineering acrospace Ingenierfa acroespacial
Geoscience Geociencia
Mathematics Matematicas
Gerontology Gerontologfa
Radiology Radiologfa
Veterinary Veterinaria
Robotics Robética
Nutrition Nutricién
Physics Fisica
Optics Optica
TR e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
Anthropology Antropologia CSyH
Architecture Arquitectura
History Historia
Humanities Humanidades
Education Educacién
Ethics Etica
Geography Geografia
Philosophy Filosoffa
International Relations Relaciones Internacionales
Law Derecho
Linguistics Lingiiistica
Logic Loégica
Music Musica
Political Science Ciencias Politicas
Psychology Psicologia
Religion Religiéon
Sociology Sociologfa

Source: Own elaboration based on information from the official pages of each institution.
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Figure 2

Relationship of Agreements by Institution and Publishing Group

Institution Publisher

2 American Chemical Society

1 Association for Computing Machinery

1 American Institute of Mathematical Sciences
1AIP Publishing

I 1bioscientifica

2 Cambridge University Press

1De Gruyter
2 Elsevier

UNAM 22

410P Publishing

1International Water Association Publishing
1 Karger
1 Mathematical Sciences Publishers

A4 3 Microbiology Society
10xford academic

BUAP 2 1PLOS
1Portland Press

Consorcio Colombia 3 : l;z;:r:::;g?g:izj:gs
PUI2 2 Springer Nature

1The Company of Biologist

UdeC4 2 The Royal Society

3 Wiley

15age
1 Taylor & Francis
1 European Mathematical Society

Source: Own elaboration based on information from the official pages of each institution.
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Figure 3

Articles Negotiated by Institution and Duration of Agreements

Editorial

2027

American Chemical Society

Association for
Computing Machinery

American Institute
of Mathematical Sciences

AIP Publishing

bioscientifica

Cambridge University Press

De Gruyter

Elsevier

IOP Publishing

International Water
Association Publishing

Karger

Mathematical Sciences
Publishers

Microbiology Society

Oxford academic

Unlimited

Unlimited

351

Unlimited

63

650

Unlimited
Unlimited

Unlimited

Unlimited

Unlimited

Unlimited

Unlimited

PLOS

Unlimited

Portland Press

Rockefeller University Press

Royal Society of Chemistry

Sage

Springer Nature

Taylor & Francis

The Company of Biologist

The Royal Society

Wiley

@ UNAM

Unlimited

Unlimited

UAM @ BUAP @ Consorcio

Colombia

B ruw

Source: Own elaboration based on information from the official pages of each institution.
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