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BIOJKPUTE PELITEH3YBAHHA
AKIHCTPYMEHT IIIIBUINEHHS
ITPO30OPOCTI TA AKOCTI
HAYKOBOTI'O OIIIHIOBAHHA

Y cmammi posxpumo mpancopmauiio cucmemu HayKo802o peueH3y8ants 6 yMosax
CMPIMK020 PO3BUMKY I0KPUMOT HAYKU MA BNPOBAOHEHHS HOBUX UUPPOBUX TEXHO-
n102iti y HayKosy KomyHikayito. Huni i0kpume peyeH3y8ants nocmynoso Habysae no-
nynspHocmi ceped 00CTiOHUKIG | 6U0ABUI8, XOUA nepesazy MpaduUiiiHoeo cninoeo pe-
UEH3YBAHHS 6Ce U4e BUCOKO UIHYHOMbCA HAYKOB0H0 CHiNIbHOMO0. JJUHAMIMHULL PO36UMOK
npakmux 8i0KpUMoeo peueH3y8aHHs ceiouUums npo NpazHeHHs HAYK08020 CNiérmosa-
pucmea 00 3acmocysanHs Ginvid 6i0n0s8idanvHUX i Kone2ianvHUX MeXaHizmie OUiHIOBAHHSL.
Bcmanosneno, uio 8ioxpume peueH3y8anHs nidsuusye npo3opicmo npouecy Haykosoeo
OUIHIOBAHHSL, CHPUSIE KPAULOMY PO3YMIHHIO CUTLHUX | CIAOKUX CIMOPiH 00CTIONEeHHS A
popmye 0osipy 0o onybrikosanux pesynomamis. Buokpemnero nepesacu 8iokpumozo
peueH3y8anHs, AKi NoNigeamy y nidéuuseHHi nPo30pocmi npouecy ouiH0eaHHs, 8i0no-
8i0anbHOCNT YHACHUKIB PeleH3iliH020 NPouecy, CUMymo8anti Oinviu pemenvHiuux i
KOHCMPYKMUBHIUUX OUIHOK, 3AyHeHHI WUPOKO20 NYLY eKChepmis 3 Pi3HUX Oucyu-
nain ma epomadcokocmi. BusHaueHo, w0 SUKIUKY ma PU3uKu, nos s3aHi 3i 30ilicHeH-
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HAM 6i0KPUNO020 PelyeH3YB8AHHS, 3yMOBTIEH] COUIATTLHUMU YNepeOHeHHAMU, OUCUUNTIHAD-
HUMU BIOMIHHOCIAMU, EMUMHUMU MA NPAKMUMHUMU ACneKmamil. 3po67ieHo UCHOBKU,
wio: 1) npouec peeH3y8anHs 6 UUPPOsY enoxy He 3a6eputyemuvcs nyonikayieto crnammi,
a € nouamxom be3nepepeHoezo HAyK0B8020 OUCKYPCY; 2) OKpemi enemeHmu 6i0KpUmozo
peueH3y8anHs 3a3eu4ati cnpuliMarmocs 6inbul NO3UMuUeHo y dopmami 6i0KpUMuUX
36imie, a poskpumms 0coou peyeH3eHmie UKIUKAE OinbuuLl ckenmuyusm; 3) iokpu-
micmp mMae 6ymu 36a1aHc08aHA 3 6e3NeKO0I0 PeUeH3eHMi6 Ma YecHOK KPUMUKOI0, 30Kpema
6 iepapxiuHux akademiunux cepedosuuiax. XKypHanam pekomeH008aHO 3anposaoHysa-
Mu eHyuKi MoOesi 8i0KPUMO20 peueH3y8anis, SKi 0A8aAMUMYMb 3MO2Y ABIMOPAam i pe-
yen3eHmam obupamu pisi ii02o Popmu ma moHimopumu ounamixy ix eubopy. Jopeuroro
60A4AEMbCS NOLMANHA KOHMEKCMHO 00yMo67ieHA iMNaeMeHmayis 6i0Kpumux mooe-
71etl HAyK068020 OUIHIOBAHHS 3 YPAXYEAHHAM OUCUUNTIHAPHOT CNeUUdiKU, MONAUSUX
COUianvHUX pusuKie i 3abe3neueHHs 3aXUCMy 6Cix yuacHUKi6 peyeH3iiinozo npouecy.
Kniouoei cnosa: mpaouujiiine peyen3ysans, 8iokpume peyeH3y8ants, 8ioxpuma Hay-
Ka, nicnanybnikayitine peyeH3y6anHs, HAyKO6a KOMYHIKAisL.

Beryn. Cucrema eKCIepTHOTO OLiHIOBaHHs IepeOyBae Ha I€PEeIOMHOMY
eTalli, [0 3yMOBJIEHO IIPUCKOPEHUM IIEPEXOIOM O BiJKPUTOI HAyKM, 110~
BOIO Ta WIBUJKMM YZOCKOHAJIEHHSM HOBMX TeXHOJIOTiI, sIKi TpaHchopmy-
IOTh IIOIIYK, CIIPUIHATTA Ta OLIHIOBAaHHA PE3yNbTaTiB mocmifkeHb. Hosi
TEXHOJIOTII, AKi BK/IIOYAI0Th IHCTPYMEHTH JJIA IOJETIIEHOI IIepeBipK JOCITi-
IPKEHb, IIPUCKOPIOIOTD i IOJIETHIYIOTh IIPOLeC pelleH3yBaHHA. Jlo Toro X cuc-
TeMY TPafULIiTHOIO OGHOCTOPOHHBOIO Ta MOABIMIHOIO «CIIiIIOTO» PeLeH3Y-
BaHHA HMHI MiiJal0Th KPUTHUIL 3a BiICYTHICTb IIPO30POCTi, BiAIIOBifaIb-
HOCTi, 0OMeXXeHU ZOCTYH [0 IOBHOI iH(opMalii mpo peleHsiitHmuii mpo-
11eC, TIOTEHIIilTHi yepemKeHH, PaBOPUTU3M, TPUBA/INIL YaC PeljeH3yBaHH,
MOXX/IMBI KOH(IIKTY iHTepeciB i He3TATHICTb BUAB/IATY METOJOIOTIYHI He-
IOJiKM, IUTaTiaT Y/ MaHINy/IALil 3 JaHuMu. BKasaHi HEJOIIKY CUCTEMMN «CITi-
IIOTO» PelieH3YBaHHA CIPUAIM PO3pOOIEHHI0 HOBUX — Oi/bII HIBUJKMX,
CIpaBe/IMBMX TA IHK/IIO3VBHUX — IIiXOAIB, IIOUIMPEHHIO NIPAaKTUKI Bif-
KPUTOT'O pelleH3yBaHH i mcmAny6mikaliiiHoro 06roBopeHHs, a TAKOX My0-
MiYHIA JOCTYIHOCTI pelleH30BaHuX MaTepianiB. PO3BUTOK BigKpuToro pe-
LIeH3YBAHHA XapaKTepU3YETbCA MOCIIIOBHUM II€PEXOIOM BiJl 3aKpUTHX,
iepapxiqyHMX Mopeelt 1o Oi/IbII iHK/TI03VBHYX i THYYKMX (OPM eKCIIepTHOTO
oliHIOBaHHA. Takuil mifxXif crpuse NMiABUILIEHHIO AKOCTI OLiHIOBaHHA, BU-
3HAHHIO BHECKY PEl|€H3EeHTIB Ta CTBOPEHHIO Mi/I3BITHOI CUCTEMU OLIiHIOBAH-
Hsl HAYKOBMX pe3y/IbTaTiB.

Amnanis ocraHHix gocmimkenp i myonikaniit. HositHi my6nikanii 3 nu-
TaHb PELIEH3I/THOI NiATbHOCTI XapaKTePU3YIOThCA IMiJBUILEHOI YBAaroK [0
BiIKPUTOTO peljeH3YBaHHA AK JO €/IEMEHTY IINMPIIO] ITapajurMyu BiIKpUTOl
HayKM. Y CHCTeMaTHYHVX OI/IAAX i KOHIIENTYaIbHUX poborax [1—4] Haro-
JIOLLIEHO Ha Pi3HOMAHITHOCTI IigXOAIB 10 BM3HAYEHH:A Ta CYTHOCTI BifKpu-
TOTO PEL€H3YBaHHs, AKE PO3INANAETHCA AK CYKYIHICTb IIPAKTUK, a HE AK
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€/IMHA YHiBepcabHa Mofienb. IIpogeMoHcTpoBaHo, 1110 IOTEHLiIH] ITepeBa-
'l BITKPUTOCTI, AK-OT MiBUIIEHA ITi3BITHICTD, AKICTb apryMeHTallil Ta 10Bi-
pa 7o Hayk [5—7], TAKOXX HeCyTb pU3UKU, IIOB sA3aHi 31 3/I0BXXIBAHHAM BJIa-
1010, CTPaxOM IIOKapaHHA Ta BPas3/lMBICTIO MONOAUX HaykoBLiB' [8, 9]. B
eMITIpUYHMX JOCTIPKeHHAX [10—14] BUsAB/IEHO BIUIMB MPAKTUK TPAIUIIiii-
HOTO Ta BiJKPUTOIO PelleH3yBaHHA Ha AKICTb pelleHsiil Ta peKOMeH/allil pe-
LIeH3eHTiB. POSKpUTO pisHOMaHITHI yIepeyKeHHs, XapaKTePHi [/I IPoLecy
pelLeH3yBaHHA, — IHCTUTYLINHI, TeHiepHi, AMCUMUIUIiHAPHI, MOBHI Ta iH.
[15—19]. BogHouac aHaTiTMYHI OI/IAY Ta ONUTYBaHHA > * IEeMOHCTPYIOTh
HEO/IHO3HAYHE CTAB/IEHHA HayKOBOI'O TOBAPMCTBA /10 PISHOMAHITHUX MOJe-
JIeli pelleH3yBaHHs, SKi Hepen6avaroTh OENHAHHS IIPO30POCTi, CIIpaBeiIn-
BOCTi Ta BpaxyBaHH:A IOTEHLIHNUX PU3MKIB [JI PeLieH3eHTIiB. Y Ipalsax
YKpaiHCbKMX ROCHifHUKIB [20—23] BMCBiTIEeHI NMMTaHHA 37i/ICHEHHA pe-
I[eH3YBaHH: 3 ypaXyBaHHAM MeXaHi3MiB BiJKpUTOTO Ta I POBOTO OIliHIO-
BaHHA, a TAKOX AMCIUIUTiHapHa crienyika i BMMora Iofio 3aXucTy y4acHu-
KiB penjeH3iiHOro IpoLecy 3 JOTPMMaHHAM €BPONENICHKIUX CTaHIAPTIB.

Merta cTaTTi — pO3KpPUTH KITIOYOBI TEHEHLIii Ta IpOO/IeMy PO3BUTKY IIPaK-
TUK BiJIKPUTOIO PelLleH3yBaHH, OLIIHUTY iXHi IIEPCIIEKTVBY K iIHCTPYMEHTY IIij-
BUIEHHA IIPO30POCTI, AKOCTi Ta MOTMBAILil yYaCHMKIB HAyKOBOI KOMYHiKallii.

HaykoBa HOBU3HA IOCTIiPKEHHA IO/IATA€E B y3araJbHEHHI Mi>KHApO/I-
HOT'O Ta BITYM3HAHOTO JOCBIly BIPOBA/KEHHA IIPAKTHUK BIIKPUTOIO pELIeH-
3yBaHHA fAK CK/IaJIOBOI YaCTMHM PYXY 3a BiIKPUTY HAyKy 3 ypaXyBaHHAM
nponeciB nydposisanii HayKoBoi KOMYyHiKallii.

MeTopu OCTiIKEHHA: aHa/Ti3 i CMHTE3, CCTeMaTH3allif 1 y3araJlbHeHHA
HAyKOBUX ITyO/TiKalliil Ta 3BiTiB; aHA/IITMYHMII OI/IAZ Pe3y/IbTaTiB eMIIPUYHUX
IOCIIi/KEHb, SIKi CTOCYIOTbCS epeKTUBHOCTI Pi3HIX MOJieIell peljeH3yBaHH.

II>xepenbHa 6a3a: po6oTK 3apyOi>KHUX i BITUM3HAHNX Y4eHUX, iHPOp-
Mallis 3 wiaTopM BiIKpUTOTO peljeH3yBaHH:A, HAYKOBVX BU/ABHUIITB, M-
MipUYHi JOCTiIKEHHA.
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PesynbraTin mocnimkeHHA Ta ix o6roBopeHHA. TpaanuiiiHe perjeHsy-
BAaHHA BBAXXAETbCs IHTErpajibHMM €IEMEHTOM HAyKOBOI KOMYHIKAIll MiX
YJIeHaMV HayKOBOI CIII/IPHOTY Ta CTPOTOr0 (POPMOI0 BUSHAHHSA i C/TyTYE CUC-
TeMOI0 KOHTPOJIIO SIKOCTi [24]; cripusie mOKpallleHHIO SKOCTi cTaTeil, BU3HA-
YeHHIO OPUTiHATBHOCTI PYKOMICY i BaXK/IMBOCTI pe3ynbTatiB®. PerjensoBana
nyOmiKaliss BBaXXa€TbCs MipUIOM aKajeMiuHOI IPOAYKTUBHOCTI Ta BIIMBAE
Ha Kap €pHe 3pOCTaHHA HayKOBILIA.

Cucremy TpapguIifiHOTO pelleH3YBaHHA Hapasdi KPUTUKYIOTb 32 HU3KY
HeJIOJIiKiB: yIepepKeHicTh 1 HeoO eKTUBHICTD [2], HagMipHa TpUBaIiCTB, iH-
KOJIY HEIIOCTiJIOBHICTb i HeeeKTMBHICTb, HECIIPOMOXKHICTb BUABUTY IIO-
MIWIKM B pyKomycax abo MaHimynAwii 3 gauumu”®?, «ry6bmikaniitHe yrepe-
JDKEHHS» IIPOTH IIEBHOTO BUALY POOIT, AKe MOXKe 3yMOB/IIOBATY HEOO €KTUB-
He CTaBJICHHs PelleH3eHTIB 10 iHHOBalLilIHNX MeTOHIB a00 pe3y/IbTaTiB, 1110
MAYTh ypo3pis i3 OMiHAaHTHMMU TeopeTMYHMMU Tortagamu [18], cxuib-
HICTD JI0 HAaJIaHHA IepeBaru MO3UTUBHMM pe3y/lIbTaTaM HaJl HeTaTMBHMMU
abo HeiiTpampHUM [15, 25].

[lomomanna HeQOIKIB TPaJULIIIHOTO peleH3YBaHHA, KpU3a BiJTBOPIO-
BaHOCTI, MOTpe6a 3MilHEeHHs JJOBipM J10 HAayKM, IIParHeHHs YCHIIIHOI iHTe-
rpanil y CBiTOBMII HAyKOBUII IIPOCTIp CIPUAIN 3pOCTAHHIO iHTEPECY [0 Bifi-
KPUTHX i TiOpMAHNX MOJiesiell perjeH3yBaHH:, 30KpeMa IPAKTHK BifIKpUTOTO
pelieH3yBaHH, SIKi IOCTYIIOBO HaOYBaIOTh IOIY/IAPHOCTI cepel OCTiTHM-
KiB i BUIaBIIiB.

KoHuemn1is «BigKpuTOro perieH3yBaHHs» (0pen peer review) 3a3Haja ak-
TUBHOIO pO3BUTKY B 1980-x — Ha mouaTky 1990-X pp. SK CKnamoBa pyxy
BiIKPUTOI HAYKM i BITKPUTOrO JOCTYIIy 1O PE3Yy/IbTaTiB JOCIimKenb. Hapasi
He iCHy€ €[JIHOTO BM3HAYeHH:A TepMiHa «BiKpuUTe pelleH3yBaHH:» abo 3a-
raJIbHONPUITHATOI Moferi Jioro peanisanii. T. Pocc-Tennayep 3asnauvae, mjo
Llel TepMiH BK/IIOYA€E [EKibKa MOJENIeN PelleH3yBaHHsA, AKi BillIOBial0Th
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IpUHINIAM Biffkputoi HayKu [1]: BigkpuTi 0coO6MCTi /jaHi pelleH3eHTiB Ta
aBTOPIB; BIIKPUTY 3BITU; BiJKpUTa Y4acTb; BIJKpUTA B3aEMOJis; BIIKPUTI
KOMEHTapi Mo meperiAfy Ta mmicad myomikanil; Bimkputi mwiardopmn. Ha
IpPaKTHII MOXKYTbh BUKOPUCTOBYBATICA Pi3HI KOMOiHAIil X Moperneii 3a-
JIO)XHO BiJi MOMITMKM BUJABHULTB i AucruIutiHapHOi crienudikn. Cxoxke
TrymadeHHA HajaB k. I1. TeHHaHT, AKUI1 po3I/IA/iaB BiIKpUTe pelleH3yBaH-
HA pajillle K CYKYIHICTb NPaKTUK, aHDK AK €auHy Mopenb [2]. Ha mymky
E. ®oppa, nporec BifKpUTOTo pelieH3yBaHHs BK/IIOYAE PO3KPUTTS 0COOU
aBTOPIB i peljeH3eHTIB i Bipi3HAETHCS 3a piBHEM BiIKpUTOCTI (mignucanxe,
3a IIOCepeHNIITBA PeJaKTOpPa, 3 PO3KPUTTAM 0COOM pelieH3eHTa, Ipo3ope i
KOJIeKTVBHe / 1y0siuHe) i yacoBumu mapamerpamu (fonyomikaniiiHe, C1H-
XpoHHe i micnany6nikariiine) [26]. To6To BigkpuTe perieH3yBaHHS MOXe
BifOyBaTICs Ha Pi3HUX eTalax peleHsiifHoro mpolecy — o abo mics myo6-
nikanii, popMyrour MaiifaH4YMK JyIs PO3LIMPEHOI HAyKOBOi KOMYHiKaii Ta
0OMiHY 3HAaHHAMM MiX FOCTITHUKAMI.

Bigkpure i mposope pelieH3yBaHHA YaCTO BBAKAIOTh B3a€EMO3aMiHHIMU
noHATTAMHU. [Ipo3ope pelleH3yBaHHA 3a3BUuall Iependadae myoOsikariiro
3BITiB peljeH3€eHTiB i BiiIOBiAi aBTOPiB pa3oMm 3i crarTelo. IIpore B pasi mpo-
30pOro peljeH3YBaHH: pelleH3eHTI He 3000B’s13aHi pO3KPMBATY CBOIO 0CO0Y
aBTOpaM, Ha BiIMiHY BiJj BITKpUTOTO, ie pO3KpUTTs € 060B’s13k0BUM. To6TO
pPOOUTBCA aKIeHT Ha BiJKPUTOCTI CaMOro Ipoliecy pelieH3yBaHH:A [27].

Opranisauieto ASAPbio y 2022 p. 3amouarkoBaHo iHiniatusy Publish
Your Reviews'?, aixa 3a0X04ye peljeH3eHTiB IyO/liKyBaTy peljeHsiliHi 3Bitn
pasoM i3 mpenpuHTaMM IPOpPeLleH30BaHNX pobiT Ha crieriabHMX mwIaTdop-
Max i1 BiIKpPUTOIO pelleH3yBaHHA, /e KOXKHA PelleH3ia OTpUMYE BIaCHUIA
DOI, mo cripolye HUTYBaHHSA, a aBTOPY IPENPUHTIB MOXKYTb OIl€paTUBHO
pearyBaTu Ha IIOpajiu Ta 3ayBaKeHH:. [JoHelaBHa (QYHKIIIOHYBaB CIIeliai-
30BaHMIT CepBic [yis pelieH3eHTiB Publons, HUHI iHTErpOBaHMII 3 aBTOPCHKU-
mu ipodinamm y Web of Science, skmit cryrye Jyist peecTpanii pelieH3eHTiB
Ta TapaHTYBaHHA IpodecifHOro BU3HAHHS iXHBOI pOOOTHL.

[Tposinni BugaBuunTBa i wiarpopmu (PLOS, BMJ, EMBO, MDPI,
F1000Research, eLife, Peer], Royal Society Open Science Ta iH.) 3aCTOCOBYIOTb
pisHi ¢opMM BiKpUTOTO peleH3yBaHHS, BiJ ONyOTiKyBaHHA peleHsii 1o
HIOBHICTIO IPO30PUX CHUCTEM i3 f1ia/IoroM «aBTOp — perieH3eHT» [28]. XKypHan
EMBO npakTukye nepefiy0ikaniilHy B3a€MOJil0 MiX pelieH3eHTaMM, SKi
MalOTh MOXX/IMBICTb KOMEHTYBATH 3BiTV OIMH OJJHOTO 10 YXBaJeHHA PeflaK-
uitHoro pimenns ''. JKypuanu Frontiers IpakTUKYIOTbh iHTePaKTUBHY CIIiB-

10 Publish Your Reviews. ASAPbio. URL: https://asapbio.org/publishyourreviews/ (za-
Ta 3BepHeHHs: 19.11.2025).

! Excelling in life science publishing. EMBOpress. URL: http://embopress.org/trans-
parent-process/ (zata 3BepHeHHs: 19.11.2025).
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Ipalo MK aBTOpPaMM, PEeLIEH3eHTaMM Ta 3aCTYIIHMKOM pefakTopa. Ilo4n-
Harouy 3 2025 p. xypHan Nature 3anipoBajiuB IOJIITUKY IIPO30POTO PELIeH3Y-
BaHH: 32 3aMOBYYBAHHAM, fKa Iepefbadae myOiikaimio craTeil pasoM i3
peleHsiAMY Ta BiIIIOBiAMM aBTOPiB 32 YMOB aHOHIMHOCTI IIPi3BUIL peLieH-
3€HTIB, AKIIIO OCTAaHHI Ha IJbOMY HAIIONATATUMYTh.

Huni B Ykpaini TakoXX QyHKIIOHYIOTD IIaTGOPMM BiJKPUTOTO PeLieH3Y-
BaHHA — Open Review Hub'?, Peers.International , Axi cipusIoTh fismpbHOC-
Ti KOH(DepeH11ii Ta 31iliCHeHHI0 OCBiTHIX ocmyr. HarionanpHuit penosuTo-
piit akapemivanx TexctiB (HPAT) sanmouyarkyBas iHiljiatuBy Bifkpuroro pe-
IIeH3YBaHH:, B MeXaxX AKOT0 KOPUCTYBaui, 3apeecTpoBaHi Ha odinitHOMy
Be6OmopTani HPAT, Mo>XyTh miATOTYBaTH perjeHsito Ha Oyb- KMl aKa/jeMiy-
HUII TeKCT, TpefcTaBiennit y Binkpuromy goctymni HPAT . Cepep ykpaincnb-
KIX >KYPHAJIiB, sIKi IPAaKTUKYIOTh 000B sI3KOBe IIepIIOYeproBe BifKpuTe pe-
IleH3yBaHH:A, — «TpaHcdopMmariiitHa ekoHOMiKa», «Bueni 3amicku TaBpiiicbKo-
o HallioHa/bHOTO YHiBepcureTy im. B.I. Beprapcpkoro. Cepis: Ilcuxonorisa»,
«HaykoBuii BicHUK JJOHEIIbKOTO HalliOHA/IbHOI'O TEXHIYHOTO YHIBEPCUTETY»
Ta iH. OKpeMi >KypHa/M 3arpoBajivIi 3MilaHi GopMu perieH3yBaHH, 30Kpe-
Ma Bifkpute (Hanpukiaz, KypHamu «EHepreTnka ta cucteMa KepyBaHHs»,
«SInepHa Ta papianiiina 6e3neka» Ta iH.). ToOTo esaKi >KypHanm BXe po3Io-
YMHAIOTH BIPOBA/PKYBATY IIPAKTUKY BiTKPUTOIO PELlEH3YBaHH:A, IPOTE€ BOHO
He Ha0y/I0 MacOBOTO XapaKTepy, i 61IbLIicTh BUAHD yCe 1ije BilJae mepeBary
TPAAVLITHAM CIIOCO0AM «CIIIIOT0», «JBOCTOPOHHBOTO» PelieH3yBaHH:.

Hazni posrissHeMO BIUIMB BiJKPUTOIO peLleH3yBaHHA Ha IPOLieC OLiHIO-
BaHHA pe3y/IbTaTiB HAYKOBUX JIOC/TI/)KE€Hb, 30KpeMa B KOHTEKCTI ITi/JBUILIEH-
HA IIPO30POCTI, BiIMIOBiJa/IbHOCTI Ta AKOCTI HAYKOBOI EKCIIEPTU3M.

Bnnue 6i0xkpumozo peuen3y8aHus Ha OUiHIOBAHHS Pe3yTbMamie Hay-
K0BUX 00C/Ii0NCeHD.

IIposopicmy i nio3simuicmo. Binkpute perjeH3yBaHH:A cupusie Gpopmy-
BAaHHIO IIPO30POI, MiA3BITHOI Ta KOJIEKTMBHOI CHCTEMU OL[iHIOBAHHS, fAKa
YMOX/IMBIIIOE O3HAIOM/IEHHA 3 IIOBHOIO iCTOPI€IO 3/1i/ICHEHHSA PELIEH31iTHOTO
IIpOIIeCy, 30KpeMa 3i 3BiTaMI pel|€H3€HTiB, MMCTAMM 3 pillIeHHAM PeJaKTo-
pa, BiAIOBiisAMY aBTOPIB, 1110 CIIPUSIE PO3YMIHHIO CU/IBHMX i CTAOKMX CTOPIiH
ROCTimKeHH:, GOPMYBaHHIO JOBIpM /IO HAYKOBVX Pe3y/IbTaTiB i y/JOCKOHA-
JICHHIO IXHBOI AKOCTI [6]. B mporeci BigkpuTOro perieH3yBaHHA pelleH3eHTH

12 Conferences. Openreviewhub. URL: https://openreviewhub.org/ (zata 3BepHeHHsI:
19.11.2025).

13 Past Conferences. Peers Int. URL: https://peers.international/ (saTa 3BepHeHHsL:
19.11.2025).

! TMomiTuKa 110/{0 BiKPUTOTO BifIOBianbHOrO peresyBanHs. Harjionanpamit pero-
suTopiit akajemiuanx tekctiB. URL: https://nrat.ukrintei.ua/polityka-nrat/ (mara mo-
crymy: 02.12.2025).
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HeCyTb BiIIIOBi/ja/IbHICTD 3a CBOI KOMEHTapi, @ peIKO/Ierist — 3a BUOip pelieH-
3€HTIB Ta OCTaTOYHE PillleHHA IIO/I0 NPUIHATTA pyKomucy. Binkpure peren-
3YBaHHA POSIIMPIOE MOXK/IMBOCTI aBTOPIB BiIKPUTO OCKap)KyBaTy PillleHHA
Ta 3ayBa)XEHH: PelleH3eHTIB y pasi IX HeoOIPyHTOBAHOCTi, TOOTO OCKITIOE
I03M1ii aBTOPIB i CIIpMA€E Kpal[OMy 3aXMCTY IXHIX aKa/IeMiYHNX IIPaB.

17151 IOKpaleHHs pelieH3yBaHHsI, 00pOTHOM 3 IIariaToM i BUsB/IEHHS CY-
HepewINBIUX pe3y/IbTaTiB CTBOPEHO Clielliaji3oBaHi IIaTdopmm 11 Bigkpu-
TOTO OOrOBOPEHHS Ta 3BOPOTHOTO 3B A3KY IOZIO JOCTOBIPHOCTI JOCTi/IYKEHb.
Hanpuxnap, Hesanexxunit 6ior Retraction Watch BifcTexye i noBijomse npo
BIJK/IMKAHHA HAYKOBMX CTaTel, 110 € €IEMEHTOM HayKOBOIO CaMOKODPMUIY-
BaJIbHOTO IIpoliecy. [Ipomec BifknmMkaHHsA My6mikamiil crpuse Kpamomy po-
3YMIHHIO peaKIlil HayKOBOTI'O CIIIBTOBapUCTBa Ha IIOMUJ/IKIA, IOBEPHEHHA JOBi-
pY 10 HayKM, BUKPUTTA (aKTiB HAYKOBOTO IIAXpaiicTBa Ta HEZOOPOYECHUX
IOCTiKeHb. Y MeXXax IpoeKTy Retraction Watch ctBopeHo Bimkputy 6asy
JAaHMX BiJKMKaHMX ITyOmiKaliii, Ky HewjopaBHo nipun6as Crossref [29].

ITnarpopmu For Better Science Ta PubPeer 3a0e311e4yioTb MeXaHi3MI BiIKpy-
TOr0 0OTOBOPEHH:I Ta 3BOPOTHOTO 3B AI3KY LIIOJI0 OCTOBIPHOCTI HAYKOBIX JJOCIIi-
mxenb. Ha pecypci For Better Science myOniKyroTb HOBUHM, CTaTTi, aHa/I3M i KO-
MeHTapi ITPO HEKOPEKTHI Y1 IAXPaIChKi MPAKTUKI B aKaJJeMIiYHIX XKy PHaIax i
nmaboparopisax *. PubPeer € OHIaitHOBOIO IIATPOPMOI0, SIKA A€ BUSHUM MOXK-
JIUBICTb BUKOHYBATH Hicnﬂny6niKaui171He peneHsyBaHHA, KOMEHTYIOUM TOCITi-
JDKEeHHA aHOHIMHO a0 mix cBoimu cripaxHiMu imeHamu. [Tnardopma Hagae
3MOTY /I BUABJIEHHA TIOMIIOK Y JAHNX, 300paKeHHAX, IIOTeHIiTHIX Ipo0-
e y myOriKanisx Ta BifTBOPIOBAHOCTI pe3y/braTis 'c.

Ioxkpawenns skocmi peuersysants. Mo>xnBe omy6TiKyBaHHS pelieH-
3iif i KOMEHTapiB peljeH3eHTiB MOTMBY€E aBTOPIB IMMcaTy OiIbII KOHCTPYK-
TUBHO Ta apTYMEHTOBAHO, 1110 MOXKe ITO3UTUBHO BIUVIMHYTH HA AKIiCTb CTaT-
i [1, 8]. [JocmimkeHHs 3 MUTaHb BiJKPUTOTO pelleH3yBaHHA ITOKa3aJll, 110
BOHO ITOKpaniye e(eKTUBHICTb 3BOPOTHOTO 3B A3KYy, OOIPYHTOBAaHICTb KO-
MmeHTapiB [30, 31]. [IpukIafoM KOHCTPYKTMBHOIO 3BOPOTHOTO 3B’A3KY 3a
JOIIOMOTIOX0 METO/IIB BIJKPUTOIO pELIEH3YBAaHHA € JiA/IbHICTh HayKOBOI BM-
[laBHIYOI OpraHisauii eLife, ika 3acTOCOBYe MifiXif| «yOmikaris — pereHsy-
BaHHA — KypaTtopctBo» (publication — review — curation), KON CTaTTIO
MyOIiKYIOTh AK pelieH30BaHNUII IIPEIPUHT Pa3oM i3 BiITyKaMy pelleH3eHTiB
Ta OLHKOIO eLife, 1[0 y3ara/jbHIOE 3HAYYLIICTb pe3y/nbTariB i Bepudikopa-
HiCTb IpeACTaBIeHNX IOKa3iB .

15 For Better Science. URL: https://forbetterscience.com/ (nara 3BepHenHs: 19.11.2025).

!¢ PubPeer. The online Journal Club. URL: https://pubpeer.com/ (zata 3BepHeHHs:
19.11.2025).

7 Why publish with eLife? URL: https://elifesciences.org/about/why-publish-with-elife
(mara 3sBepHeHHs: 19.11.2025).
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Possumox ocsimmix komnemenmHocmeil. Binkpuri perensiitui 3Bitu (BKo-
YaloThb pelleHsii, BifNOoBiai Ta 06r0130peHH;1, CYIIPOBiJHI MCTU Ta in.) MOXXYTb
CITYTyBaT HaBYa/IbHIM MaTepiaioM [/ JOCIiIHIKIB-ITIOYaTKIBIIiB i3 HAaIlICAaHHA
AKICHUX peLieHsili: BOHM JJOITIOMAararoTh IPOCTEXUTY apTyMEHTALII0 eKCIIEPTiB i
€BOJIIOLII0 PYKOIIUCY B IPOLIECi JOOIPALIIOBaHHA, 1O ITO3UTVBHO BIUIMBAE Ha
AKICTb HayKOBOI KOMYHiKallil. OCKiIbKY MO/IOfi HOCTIJHUKI MOXYTb OyTH He-
3HAVIOMI 3 IIPaKTUKOIO BiIKPUTOTO pelieH3yBaHHs, iM Kpallle po3IoyaTy Iyoika-
L{IIHY AiSIBHICTD i3 )KypHaITy, KU1 3a0e3Ievye IIOCTYIIOBIIT Iepexif| 10 Binkpu-
toro ¢opmary. Hanpukap, xxypHamu Royal Society Open Science Ta Peer] 3acto-
COBYIOTb I'HYYKi MOJIE/I BiIKPUTOIO PELieH3YBaHHs, 33 AKX PELeH3eHTaM IIPO-
HOHYIOTb, a/Ie He BUMAraloTh Bifj HUX, PO3KpUBATHU CBOI0 0CO0Y, a aBTOpaM
[A0Th MOX/IMBICTH 0OMpaTy BapiaHT Hy6HiKaui'1' peneHsin i Bifnosigen
pasom 3i crarTero'® . Jlesiki ToBapuCTBa MPOIIOHYIOTH MOIOAVIM HAaYKOBIISIM
IIporpaMy HACTAaBHUITBA Yy IpoliecaX pelleH3YBaHH:A, Hanpukiaj Tosapu-
CTBO HayKoBUX nyomnikariiit (The Society for Scholarly Publishing, SSP).

Inkno3usHicmo i 63aemo0is 3 epomadcvkicmio. Bifkpure perjeH3yBaHHsA
€ MEXaHi3MOM aKTMBHOTI'O 3a/Ty4eHHS I'POMAJICbKOCTI Ta iHIIMX 3aljiKaBiie-
HUX 0Ci6 (Y4eHMX i3 CYMDKHUX AUCUMIUIIH, OCBITSAH, TPaHTOJABIIiB, BU/JaB-
1IiB Ta iH.) 1O peLeHsilIHOro mpolecy. Voro YYaCHUKM OTPUMYIOTb MOXK/IN-
BiCTb 1y0/IiYHO KOMEHTYBATy Ta 0OrOBOPIOBATY PyKOMMCH. [JOTaTKOBI KOH-
CTPYKTUBHI 3ayBa)K€HHA COPUATUMYTb PO3LIMPEHHIO CIIEKTPa OLIIHOK i I0-
IJIAAIB Ha HAYKOBUII PYKOINC i IOKPAIIEHHIO I0T0 AKOCTi. Y 6ararbox Bifi-
KPUTHUX >KypHasax i mrardpopMmax, 30KpeMa B iHTepaKTVBHMX XYpPHaIax, AKi
BUJIa€ HayKoBe TOBapucTBO European Geosciences Union (EGU)*, a came y
Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics (ACP)?', Biogeosciences Ta iH., KOMeHTapi
HayKOBOI CII/IBHOTY MYO/MTIKYIOTh BifJKPUTO pa3oM i3 peleH3isMu it BiImosi-
OAMU aBTOPIB, 11O CIPUAE aKTUBi3allil HAYKOBOI AMCKYCIl Ta MiABUILEHHIO
SAKOCTi HAaYKOBOTO IUCKYpcy > [1, 5, 32].

Busnanus peuersenmcokoi pobomu. Bifkpure perieHsyBaHHA 3a0esmeuye
BUJVIMICTD Ta BUSHAHHA PELIEH3ITHOL JiA/IbHOCTI, sIKa JO L[bOTO 3a/IMILA/IACA He-
bopMaTi3oBaHOIO i HEOCTATHBO OLIIHEHOO HAYKOBOIO CI/IbHOTO. OnNTyBaH-

18 Staff P.J. Who's Afraid of Open Peer Review? Pee] Blog. 2014, October 21. URL:
https://peerj.com/blog/post/100580518238/whos-afraid-of-open-peer-review/
(mara 3BepHeHHst: 10.11.2025).

¥ Information for authors. The Royal Society Publishing. URL: https://royalsocietypub
lishing.org/rsos/pages/for-authors#question10 (mara 3BepHeHHs: 10.11.2025).

2 Open-access peer-reviewed journals. European Geosciences Union. URL: https://
www.egu.eu/publications/open-access-journals/ (zaTa 3BepHenHs: 19.11.2025).

21 Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics. European Geosciences Union. URL: https://
www.atmospheric-chemistry-and-physics.net/ (gata 3BepHenHs: 19.11.2025).

2 Open Peer Review. PLOS. URL: https://plos.org/resource/open-peer-review/ (gara
3BepHeHHs: 19.11.2025).
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HI 3aCBiIIyIOTD, 1110 BifITYKY PO poOOTY pelieH3eHTa Ta 1l BUSHAHHS L{iHYIOTbCS
BIIIIE 32 IPOLIOBY a00 HaTypHY BMHAropogy [33], a HayKoBIIi TOTOBI IPUAIIATI
Oiblle Yacy perieH3eHTChKIl JiIbHOCTI, K10 BOHA Oyzie ogiliiifHOro Bpaxosa-
Ha T1ij] Yac OLiHIOBaHHS, Ofiep>KaHHA (PiHAHCYBAaHHA Ta Kap €PHOTO 3pOCTAHHAL

[Tnardopma Publons € HamiBaBTOMaTN30BaHVM MeXaHi3MOM st oirriii-
HOTO BU3HAHHA POJIi PEJAKTOPIB i PELIEH3€EHTIB, AKi MOXKYTh OTpMMAaTH Ha/IeX-
HY BIIHarOPOJy 3a CBOIO pO0OTY sK pelleH3eHTU. TpagNiliiiHO pelieH3eHT Mir
BKa3yBaTH JIMILE >KYPHA/IV, 1A AKMX BiH BUKOHYBaB peljeH3yBaHHA. CboropiHi
KO>KeH OITyO/IiKOBaHMII peleHsilHmii 3BiT Moyke oTpuMary DOI Ta 1oB’sA3yBa-
tuca 3 ORCID penensenTa, o CIIpyusA€ UUTYBAHHIO, HA/IEKHOMY BU3HAHHIO
pelleH3eHTChKOI po60TH it popMye BaXK/IVBUIL €leMEHT CUCTEMU BiJKPUTOTO
penensyBanHs [34]. IInar¢popmu F1000 Research i ScienceOpen mpucBo0IOTH
DOI nicnany6nikaniitauM penensisam depes CrossRef Ta BigkpuTi mineHsii,
poO6/AYM perieHsii M TOBaHMMY, IPYUPIBHIOOYN IX 0 HAYKOBUX cTaTei > [2].

Y 2024 p. B Yxpaini Bigbynmace inrerpanis ORCID i3 BigKpuTOIO IIaT-
¢dopMoI0 /1A CIIIBHOTO IpeNpuHT-perieH3yBanHsa PREreview?®, mo crano
BaroMyM KPOKOM Y IIi/IBUIIIEHH] IIPO30POCTi Ta PO3BUTKY BiIKPUTOTO pELIEH3Y-
BaHHA Ta HAJja/l0 YKPAiHCBKUM JIOC/TIIHMKAM MOXX/IMBICTH YTIOPSAIKOBYBaTH
BifKpuTi perjeHsii npenpuHTiB i moB’sA3yBaTy ix 3i cBoiM mpodinem ORCID>.

IIpobnemu ma obmexcenns 6i0kpumozo peuensysanns. Ilonpu nigpu-
LIeHHA iHTepecy 40 NMPAaKTUK BiZKPUTOTO pelieH3yBaHHA AK IHCTPYMEHTY
3abe3neyeHHs IIPO30POCTi Ta BiAIOBijaIbHOCTI HayKOBOI KOMYHiKaulii, Iieit
IpoIleC Ma€ HU3KY BUK/IMKIB i 0OMeXeHb.

1. ITo60ot08aHHs w4000 ynepeoieHo20 KpUmu1Hozo peueH3ysans. Bigkpu-
TUM MOJI€/IAM PELleH3yBaHHA YMHNUTD CIIPOTUB YacTVHA HaYKOBOI CIIi/IbHO-
TY Yepe3 II0OO0IBAaHHS PO3KPUTTS OCOOMCTIX JAHUX PELieH3€HTIB, 1[0 MOXKe
CTBOPUTM TPYAHOLL] i3 3a/Ty4eHHAM KBaTipiKoBaHMX eKCIIepTiB i BTpuMyBa-
T PELIEH3€EHTIB BiJj HaJJaHHA KPUTUYHMX OLIiHOK Yepe3 penyTaniiiHi pusu-
KU, 30KpeMa J/I1 MOJIOAMX HayKoBIIiB [9, 35, 36]. [JocmimkeHHs cBigyaTh, 1m0
pelLieH3eHT) MOXKYTb IiffaBaTucs crareBuM [17], HauionanpauMm [37], iH-
cruryuiitium [19, 38], MoBHUM [14], AUCHUIUTIHAPHUM Ta iH. yHepeKeH-
HaM. E. Mefoys moctaBuB mijy CyMHiB 30epe>keHHsI aHOHIMHOCT] pelieH3eH-
Ta, 0COOMMBO y ramyssax 3 00Me>KeH)M KOJIOM CIIeIliamicTiB, IKi MOXYTb Oy T
3HAJIOMi OJJVIH 3 OJJHUM, 1[0 MiJTBEPA>KEHO eMITipUIHNMM faHuMu *° [39].

2 Introduction to peer reviews. Crossref. URL: https://www.crossref.org/documentation/
research-nexus/peer-reviews/ (ara 3BepHenHs:: 19.11.2025).

2 Open preprint reviews. For all researchers. Prereview. URL: https://prereview.org/
(mara 3BepHeHHs: 19.11.2025).

2 Bigkpuri penensii y ORCID. JHTB Ykpainn. URL: https://dntb.gov.ua/newsst/peer-
orcid (mara 3BepHenHs:: 19.11.2025).

¢ Ann M., Rapple C,, Vines T., Irfanullah H., Meadows A., Wallace J., et al. Ask the
Chefs: How Does Identity Influence Peer Review? The Scholarly Kitchen. 2021, Sep-
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Kpim Toro, perieH3eHTH, AKi BUKOHYIOTb CIIille peLleH3YBAHHA, Ha/Jal0Th
00’eKTUBHIIII pereHsii, aHDXK y pasi BifKpUTOro pelieH3yBaHHS, KOIU BOHU
Hi/IIAI0ThCs BIVIVBY PisHUX yriepemkeHs [13]. [locnimkeHHs JOCBiRY pelieH-
3yBaHHA >KypHany BM] 3acBifumio, mo BigKpUTTS 0COOMCTUX HAaHUX pe-
I[eH3eHTiB 3HAaYHO 30i/IbIIIye IMOBIPHICTh BiIMOBU €KCIIEPTiB Biff y4acTi y
penensysanHi [11]. Jocmimkenns BugaBaunTa Wiley mokasajo, 1o Hopu
e, o (pakTuaHo 50—70 % aBTOpPIB MiATPUMYIOTH BifKpUTE pelileH3yBaHHS,
Ieil TOKA3HUK Iafla€ y pasi BUMOIM omyO/IiKyBaHHA IiANNCAHUX peleH3iit
pasom 3i crarrero [33].

2. Biominnocmi y enposadscerni. Oco6MMBOCTI BIPOBAXKEHHS BiIKpU-
TOTO PeleH3YBaHHA Y Pi3HUX JUCUMUIIIIHAX BU3HAYAIOThCA NOCIIIHUIBKOIO
KY/IBTYPOIO Ta YCTaJIeHVMM NIPAKTUKAMM €KCIIEPTHOTO OL[iHIOBAHHA.

Y ramyssx i3 >KOpCTKOIO i€papXiqHOI0 CTPYKTYPOIO 200 BICOKOIO KOHKY-
PEHILIi€I0 BiIKPUTI peleHsii 11 pO3SKPUTTA IPi3BUI PEL€H3EHTIB MOXYTb
PO3I/IANATICA AK IIOTEHIIiIHA 3arp0O3a He3a/JIe)KHOCTI eKCIIEPTHOL JYMKM Ta
HayKoBiit 6e3meli. BogHoYac y meBHUX AMCHUIDTIHAX 3 MOV PEHOO IPAKTH-
KOIO IIPENIPUHTIB i BifKpUTOro 0OroBOpeHH: BiIKPUTI MOJei pelieH3yBaH-
Hs YacTillle CIyTyIOTh IPOJOBXKEHHAM HayKOBOI IMCKYCil Ta iIHCTPYMEHTOM
nigBuieHHs sKocti gocnimkens [1]. T. Pocc-Tennayep i C. Top6ax mokasa-
M, 10 TOTOBHICTb OMYyONiKyBaTy «BiKPUTI 3BiTH» i «BiIKpuUTi 0coOMCTI
IaHi pelleH3eHTiB» CYTTEBO Bapiloe MiX gucuuitinamu [4]. Y gesakux ramy-
341X, 30KpeMa IPUPOJHNYNX i TEXHIYHUX, IIepeBakaloTh TPaJUIIIIHI MOJEIi
pelLieH3yBaHH, a JIO BiIKPUTOTO pelleH3yBaHH: Haitbinbm cxmnbHi IT-cde-
pa Ta MaTemMaTn4Hi Hayku. [IeBHi eleMeHTH BiKpUTOrO pelleH3yBaHHA 3a-
3BMYAll CIIPUIIMAIOTH O1IBII MOSUTUBHO Y GOpMaTi «BiJKPUTUX 3BITiB», a
PO3KPUTTA 0COOM pelleH3eHTiB BUK/INKAE Oi/IbIlle CKeIICHUCY.

3. Tpyonowsi npakmuunoi peanidauii. Bigkputi Mopesni peljeH3yBaHH:A
BIIPOBAJPKYIOTbCA HENOCHifoBHO. Ilonpu 3asdBieHy BiKPUTICTD pelLieH3y-
BaHHSI, )KypHa/IJi He BBaXXAIOTb 1l 000B’13K0BOI0 (Harpukiaz, Peer]), 1o cy-
HepeynTh MPUHLUIY IPO30POCTi. Y HeAKMX SKypHAJIB IpobreMa yCKIaj-
HIOETbCS BiICYTHICTIO [i€eBMX MeXaHi3MiB micnAmyO6mikaniiiHOI KpUTUKY i
CyMHiBaMM ITeBHMX BUIABHUNITB (Hanpuknaz, Elsevier) mopo edeKTMBHOCTI
IpPaKTHK BigKpuToro penensyBaHH: [40]. OkpiM Toro, opranisauis Bigkpu-
TOTO pelleH3yBaHHA MOTpebye JOMATKOBMX PeCypciB, 30KpeMa, aMiHicTpa-
TUBHOI MATPUMKM, TeXHIUHOI I1aTdopmu mys my6mikanii Ta 36epexxeHHs
pelieHsiit, 06po6/IeHHA KOMEHTapiB.

4. Emuuni ma npakmuyxi numanHA. BiIKpUTICTh peljeHsiit Mo)Xe BH-
K/IMKAaTU HU3KY e TUYHUX IUTAHb, AIKi CTOCYIOTbCS KOHQiIeHIITHOCTI, KOH)-
KTy iHTepeciB Ta IMOBipHOTO TICKY Ha peneH3eHTiB. [Iybrmikania pemen-

tember 16. URL: https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2021/09/16/ask-the-chefs-peer-
review-identity/ (zaTa sBepHeHHs: 19.11.2025).
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3ii1 260 PO3KPUTTS OCOOMCTUX JAHNX PEeLieH3eHTiB MOXKe CTBOPUTH 3arpo3y
HOpYLIeHHS KOH(]IZEeHLITHOCTI peljeH30BaHNX MaTepiasliB i IpU3BecTu 10
PM3MKY IIePeYacHOrO PO3TOIOLIeHHs HeolyOIiKoBaHMX ifielf, 1[0 3a3BUYail
BBa)XA€ThCS MOPYLIEHHAM eTn4YHuX HopM [41]. Kpim Toro, icHye 3arposa yne-
pemKeHb, sIKi MOXXYTb mocuroBarycs. HeobxifHo po3pobury eTnyHi Ta HOp-
MaTVBHI peKOMeHJalil 00 MPOBENEeHHA peljeH3yBaHHA, AKi 3arobiratu-
MYTb BUIIQJIKaM Ilepec/iiyBaHHs Ta HetoOpouecHoi nosexinku. Cepen xyp-
HAJIiB Ta YCTAHOB, sIKi pO3pOOWJIN CIlellia/IbHi ITOJIOXKeHHS IJOfI0 PelleH3yBaH-
H4, cnig sragatn COPE, Council of Science Editors, ICMJE Ta Wiley. YKypuamu
Ta HAayKOBi YCTAaHOBM IIOBYMHHI HOPMATVMBHO 3aKPIlIUTI MEXaHi3MIU IIPUTAT-
HEHHs PELIeH3EHTIB 0 BiJIIOBI/Ia/IbHOCTI 32 HEIIPABOMIpPHY IOBEMIHKY i ITif-
BUIINTY PiBeHb IIPO30POCTi MIPOLEAYP pelieH3yBaHHs LA 3abe3MedeHH Iy0-
JIYHOI MifI3BITHOCTI, 11J0 0OMEXXUTb MOYK/IMBOCTI Ji/IsI HETATUBHUX NTPAKTUK .

Ha 0ocHOBi BUKOHAHOTO TOCTI)KEHHS TiATOTOB/IEHO PEKOMEHMIAITIT 14000
npouedyp 6i0KpUMozo peueH3y8anHs y HAyKOBUX BUOAHHSIX:

1. HapaBaty aBTOpaM i perjeH3eHTaM MOX/IUBICTb 00upaTy pisHi Mogie-
i BIJKPUTOTO peljeH3yBaHH:A; aHa/Ii3yBaTy BIUIMB LIMX MOJIe/Iell Ha yJYacHU-
KiB IIpOLIeCy i Ha 11i/l OCHOBI ITIOCTYIIOBO BL,OCKOHA/IIOBATU CUCTEMY 3 METOIO
MigBUILEHHA II IPO30POCTi 11 CIPaBeIMBOCTI, BOJHOYAC BIPOBAKYIOUN
iHCTpyMeHTH 30MpaHHS i MOHITOPUHTY BifIMTOBITHUX JaHUX.

2. Io3BONMUTH pelLleH3eHTaM, 30KpeMa MOJIOIMM HayKOBLISIM, CAMUM BU-
pilryBaTy, UM MifgnuCyBaTy perensii. JlieBoro MOJEIo BBa)KaeMO KOHCY/Ib-
TaTUBHE pelieH3yBaHHs, AKe Iepef0adyae 0OroBOpeHHA MK peflakTopaMn i
pelleH3eHTaM} Ta HallMICAHHSA €IMHOTO 3BiTY.

3. Po3pobuty HeoOXifHi cTaHAAPTY i IPaBWJIA, BKIIOYHO 3 peflaKUitHIMU
HOJITYKAMV JKyPHAJIB, €TUYHVIMIY KOJEKCaMI, iHPpacTPyKTYpOIO ISl 3aXUCTY
IAHMX, MEXaHi3MaMM IiJTPUMKY IIPaB PELIEH3EHTIB Ta aBTOPiB, YHUKHEHH He-
Ho6poyecHuX Ailt. Po3pobuty cuctemMy miATPUMKIM, CTUMY/IIOBaHHA Ta 3a0e3-
IIeYeHHsI PELeH3EHTIB «KpeauTaMI» ** Il 3a0X04eHHsI IXHbOI Tis/IbHOCTI.

4. OpranisoByBaTy BebiHapu Ta TpeHiHIM A1 iHPOPMYyBaHHS HaYKOBOI
CIIIbHOTY Ta MPALiBHUKIB pelaKLiIHMX KOJIEriil i pelakiliil HAyKOBUX BU-
[laHb IIO/I0 MOXK/IMBOCTE} 3aCTOCYBaHHS HOBMX iH(OPMALiIHUX TEXHOJIO-
Iifl y BIIKPUTHUX IIPAKTUKAX PeljeH3YBaHHA.

BucHOBKM i mepcneKTNBM NOJANBIINX AOCTifKeHb. HuHi Bigkpure
pelieH3yBaHHs NOCTYIIOBO HabyBa€e MOMY/IIPHOCTI cepeli HOCTiTHUKIB i BU-

?7 Bastian H. Signing critical peer reviews & the fear of retaliation: What should we do?
Blog post. 2018, March 22. URL: https://absolutelymaybe.plos.org/2018/03/22/sig-
ning-critical-peer-reviews-the-fear-of-retaliation-what-should-we-do/ (mara 3Bep-
HenHs: 02.12.2025).

8 MaeTbcs Ha yBasi BuHaropogpa y ¢popmi yMOBHUX 6asliB, 060 «KpEeRUTiB», 1110 BillO-
Opa’karoTh aKTUBHICTD PelleH3€eHTa.
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JABLiB, IIOIIPY Te, 110 IepeBaru TPagULIiIHOTO C/IIOro peleH3yBaHHA BCe
1le BUCOKO IIHYIOTHCA HAyKOBOKO CIIJIbHOTON. [IMHaMidyHMiI pO3BUTOK
MPAKTUK BiIKPUTOTO PeleH3YBaHHA CBiJYUTDH IIPO IIParHEHHSA HAYKOBOTO
CIIiBTOBAPVCTBA 10 3aCTOCYBAaHHA O1/IbIII IPO30PHUX, BiIIOBia/IbHYX i KOTTe-
ria/IbHUX MeXaHi3MiB ouiHoBaHHA. [ly6miuHicTb pereHsiit i pereHseHT-
CbKMX 3ayBa)keHb IIiIBUIIY€E IIPO30OPICTh MPOLECY HAYKOBOTO OLIiHIOBAHH,
CIIpMsi€ KPAIOMY PO3YMIiHHIO CWJIBHMX i C/TaOKVIX CTOPiH ZOCTiI>KeHH, BU-
3HaHHIO POOOTH peljeH3eHTa Ta GOPMYE HOBIpy 10 OMyO/IiKOBAaHUX Pe3yIib-
TaTiB. IIponjec BifKpuTOro perjeH3yBaHHA CTUKAETbCA 3 HU3KOK BUKIIMKIB i
0OMe>KeHb, OB sI3aHMX i3 BIVIMBOM COLia/IbHUX yIepe[KeHb, IUTaHHAMU
KOHQifIeHIITHOCTi, KOHQIIKTY iHTepeciB, IMOBIpPHUM TCKOM Ha pelieH3eH-
TiB i CKJTafiHOLJaM}1 ITPAKTUYHOI peajtidallii peneHsiriHoro npouecy. [lo Toro
K Pi3Hi AVICHUIUTIHY MalOThb HEOLHAKOBUII PiBEHb TOTOBHOCTI [0 BiIKPUTUX
IIPAKTUK, a YCTaJeHi CTaHZAPTU OLiHIOBAHHA AKOCTI BiIKPUTUX peLleH3ii
BifcyTHi. OTXe, peasisalis MIpaKTUK BiJKPUTOTO pelleH3yBaHH: IOTpeOye
BUBXEHOI'O IIAXOAY, AKWUII BpaxOBYyBaTMMe IMCLMUIUTIHAPHUII KOHTEKCT,
eTUYHI aCIeKT) Ta MeXaHi3MM 3aXICTY YIYACHUKIB PeLieH31IHOTO IIPOLIeCy.

Pesynbratit OC/TIIKEHD CBiffYaTh, 1110 OYI/IbHMKAM HAyKOBMX >KYPHAJIiB JI0-
LI/TPHO He HAIOJIATATH Ha PO3KPUTTI 0COOM pelieH3eHTa /10 TOsIBY KOHKPETHIX
TIePeKOH/IMBYIX eMITIPMYHIX TOKa3iB e(peKTUBHOCTI IIboro KpokKy. Haykosi criyb-
HOTY Ta IVIAT(OPMI BiIKPUTOrO pelieH3yBaHHS MAIOThb aKTUBHO IiITPUMYBaTI
IisUTbHICTD Y 1Tt cepi, a BUAABLI 1 Ky pHa/IV — IPOISOBKYBATU eKCIIEPYMEHTY-
BaTV 3 HOBVYMJ MOJE/LAMM Ta ITiIXOLAMI [0 KOJIEKTVBHOTO PELIEH3YBaHHS.

IIporarom mopanblIMX POKiB peljeH3yBaHHA NPOJOBXKYyBaTUMeE Ilepe-
TBOPIOBATHUCD i3 MeXaHi3My KOHTPOJIIO Ha AMHAMIYHY eKOCUCTeMy OOMiHY
3HaHHAMM. YCIIX IIbOTO IPOILIeCy 3a/IeXXaTuMe Bif 6amaHCcy 30epexKeHH Cy-
BOPOCTi Ta CHPUSAHHA BiJKPUTOCTI i1 Aiajory y rmo6ajpHOMY HayKOBOMY
IIpOCTOpi. YKpaiHi TaKOXX BapTO AONY4aTUCA 4O IMPAKTUK BiJKPUTOTrO pe-
LIEH3YBaHHA, i BAXX/IMBUM KPOKOM Ha IIbOMY HUIAXY € JOCTIPKEHHA 3 y3a-
ra/IbHeHHs 3apyODKHMX IPAKTHUK BiJKPUTOrO peljeH3yBaHHsA Ta afialTallis
HaKpalyX i3 HUX JJO YKPAaIHChKMX peaJriil.
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OPEN PEER REVIEW AS A TOOL FOR IMPROVING
TRANSPARENCY AND QUALITY OF SCIENTIFIC
EVALUATION

The article elaborates on the transformation of the scientific peer review system amid
the rapid development of open science and the introduction of new digital technolo-
gies into scientific communication. Open peer review is gradually gaining popularity
among researchers and publishers, although the advantages of traditional blind peer
review are still highly valued by the scientific community. The dynamic development
of open peer review practices demonstrates the scientific community’s desire to adopt
more responsible and participative evaluation mechanisms. It has been established
that open peer review increases the transparency in the scientific evaluation process,
promotes a better understanding of research strengths and weaknesses, and builds
trust in published results. The advantages of open peer review have been outlined, in-
cluding increased transparency of the evaluation process, greater participant responsi-
bility, more thorough and constructive evaluations, and involvement of a wide pool of
experts from various disciplines and the public. The challenges and risks of imple-
menting open peer review practices, including social biases, disciplinary differences,
and ethical and practical considerations, are highlighted. It has been concluded that
(i) the review process in the digital age does not finish with the article’s publication, but
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rather marks the beginning of the ongoing scientific discourse; (ii) certain elements of
open peer review are usually perceived more positively in the format of open reports,
whereas the disclosure of reviewers’ identities elicits greater skepticism; (iii) openness
must be balanced with reviewers’ safety and fair criticism, particularly in hierarchical
academic environments. Journals are encouraged to implement flexible open-review
models that give authors and reviewers an opportunity to choose different review
forms, and to monitor the dynamics of their choices. A phased, context-driven imple-
mentation of open models of scientific evaluation seems appropriate, taking into ac-
count disciplinary specifics and ensuring the protection of all participants in the peer
review process.

Keywords: traditional peer review, open peer review, open science, post-publication peer
review, scientific communication.
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