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Problems:

• A lack of scientific images across 
Wikimedia Projects.

• A resultant lower standard of evidence for • A resultant lower standard of evidence for 
included images.
Only a few included images have individual 
references, and many have a degree of 
original research that would unacceptable 
for text.



Origin

• Researchers usually want credit for their 
work

– More than a mention in the “history” tab.– More than a mention in the “history” tab.



Solution

• A peer reviewed journal in the Wikimedia 
space: Wikiversity Journal.



As an example of this, I’ll show the first 
study to go through this project. It was a 
pilot study named “Average weight of a 

Peer review in 
Wikiversity Journal

pilot study named “Average weight of a 
conventional teaspoon made of metal”, 
which basically measured the weight of 19 
teaspoons.





Next step

3. One or more peer reviewers are asked to 
perform a peer review of the work. 



Requirements

The peer reviewer should:

• have public contact information

• have the expertise in the subject to be able 
to analyze the work for quality assurance.to analyze the work for quality assurance.

– Teacher for simple study

– Professor for more complex one

• not have conflicts of interests that could 
affect the judgment of the work.



Peer review statement

Should contain:

• A link to the page in Wikiversity

• A disclosure of conflicts of interests• A disclosure of conflicts of interests

• A statement of how well the peer reviewer 
considers the method and interpretation of 
the results to properly support the 
conclusion of the study.



• Example:



Peer review verification

A request is sent to a member of the 
Volunteer Response Team to verify the peer 

One more step if necessary:

Volunteer Response Team to verify the peer 
review statement by at least contacting the 
peer reviewer to ascertain that they approve 
the peer review statement as appearing 
online.



Result:

Result:



A look at a sub-journal



• Across 8 Wikipedia articles related to 
hormones and the menstrual cycle

• Since 2011…



There was a significant amount 
of original research (or original 
synthesis of existing research) synthesis of existing research) 
when creating the diagrams.



• Research text moved from image 
descriptions to Wikiversity

• Peer reviewed by Enago, offering peer • Peer reviewed by Enago, offering peer 
review by PhD graduates for a fee







Advantages over publishing in 
traditional academic journals

• There is not a journal for every subject, like 
teaspoons

• Less hassle (lots of time for reference 
formatting, spelling errors in traditional formatting, spelling errors in traditional 
journals. Can take months to reply.)

• Transparency (usually no public peer review 
statement in traditional journals)

• When included in Wikipedia – generally 
thousands of article views per month (compared 
to probably ending up in archives)



Potential issues

Many of those seen in traditional journals as well,

including risks of:

• Conflicts of interest• Conflicts of interest
(such as commercial involvement)

• Samples not being representative of the entire 
target population
(such as only gathering cheap teaspoons)



Questions?

• Link:
www.wikiversityjournal.org

• You can contact me at 
User talk:Mikael Häggström


