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Executive Summary 
 
This document is a report on the evaluation strategy to be adopted for the five 
AGORA experiments in semantic linking, linked open data, bidirectional links, open 
peer review, and Open Access business models. It consists of two sections. The first 
section describes the overarching evaluation strategy, which has been adapted from 
Value Sensitive Design to serve as an evaluation of the ways in which the resources 
that are being developed by each of the experiments impact upon the epistemic and 
ethical values of philosophical scholarship. The second section describes the structure 
of the evaluation strategy for each experiment. The main report is followed by 
Appendices One to Five, which present the goals of each experiment and set out the 
evaluation strategy for each experiment, and Appendix Six, which contains a list of 
literature that will be drawn upon for the evaluations.  
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Experiment Requirements Report  
 
Annamaria Carusi, Oxford e-Research Centre, University of Oxford 
 
Section One: Overarching Experiments Requirements Strategy  
 
1. The goal of the experiment requirements strategy  
 
The aim of this report is to set out the requirements for the evaluation of the five 
experiments conducted by the AGORA Project.  
 
Each of the AGORA experiments is a trial of a mode of enhancing an aspect of 
philosophical scholarship through the possibilities offered by digital publications and 
repositories in philosophy.   
 
Experiment 
number 

Mode of enhancement of digital publication 

Experiment 1 Semantic linking between and among secondary and primary 
sources 

Experiment 2 Linked Open Data models for philosophical resources 
Experiment 3 Bidirectional links in order to provide a different mode of access 

to citations 
Experiment 4 Open collaborative review of philosophical scholarship 
Experiment 5 Business models for Open Access publishing 
 
This report sets out the evaluation strategy for monitoring the extent to which these 
trials have an effect on philosophical scholarship in the relevant user communities, 
what this effect is and how they are perceived by users.  
 
2. Overarching evaluation strategy  
 
The overarching evaluation strategy that will be used has been adapted from Value 
Sensitive Design (VSD)1. As its name implies, this is a design methodology which is 
geared towards the values that are involved in technology design. It is therefore a 
mode of evaluating technologies which broadens the focus of evaluation to a broader 
range of aspects than are usually included in usabilty evaluation, and tries to 
understand the technologies from the point of view of longterm effects on the broader 
social and cultural context in which they are embedded. While it was initially 
developed with a view to ethical values, in the context of the AGORA experiments, it 
will be used to investigate the ethical and epistemic values involved in philosophical 
scholarship and the ways that these are involved in the whole development and testing 
process, as well as the broader effects on the epistemological, social and institutional 
context in which these technologies would be embedded if fully implemented.  
 
Value Sensitive Design uses a tripartite methodology, deploying conceptual, 
empirical and technical investigations in an ongoing manner throughout the 
development of a technology.  
 
                                                
1	  For	  further	  information,	  see	  Friedman	  et	  al.	  2006,	  and	  the	  website	  http://vsdesign.org//.	  	  
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2.1 Conceptual investigations are aimed at implicit understandings and conceptions of 
the activities that users are engaging in, and the reasons for which they undertake 
those activities. In the AGORA experiments these include questions such as: what is 
considered to be a philosophical text, how are texts identified, how are interpretations 
and evaluations justified, what is the role of authorship and reading in establishing 
philosophical textuality and interpretation, and what is the role of the institutional 
context of publication in philosophical scholarship? An important aspect of the 
AGORA experiments is the way in which they involve both epistemic and ethical 
values, that is, the ways in which the values of broader access, intersubjective 
validation of evaluations in the review process, and a more richly contextualised 
citation system work together with values of intellectual ownership or authorship, and 
anonymity and privacy. The conceptual investigation includes a review of relevant 
literature (See Appendix 6) in digital humanities and philosophy, the use of 
qualitative methods of empirical study, mainly focus groups and interview in order to 
understand the conceptions and understandings of users and, where possible, other 
stakeholders, and an analysis of the findings.   
 
2.2 Empirical investigations study the actual practices of scholarship as affected by 
these experiments, ranging from their actual practices of searching, browsing and 
accessing material, to their practices of peer review, commentary and evaluation. 
Here the focus will be on how users apprehend and prioritise values in their actual use 
of the development proposed by the experiment in question, whether there are 
differences between claims made about their perception of values in the epistemic and 
ethical practices of philosophy and what they actually do, and how trade-offs between 
values and the usability of a feature are actually made.  
 
The empirical aspect of the evaluation will take place through both qualitative and 
quantitative studies of the user experience. It will draw upon best practice for the 
evaluation of digital resources as described in the Toolkit for the Impact of Digital 
Scholarly Resources (TIDSR)2. The study undertaken of user needs for the Discovery 
project (Madsen 2008) will also be consulted for an understanding of users that 
informed Philosource, on which AGORA is building. For a broader understanding of 
the use of digital resources by humanities scholars, the report on Information 
Practices in the Humanities, commissioned by the Research Information Network, 
will also be used3. 
 
Qualitative studies will include surveys, focus groups and semi-structured interviews. 
For specific features, we will also use direct observation of actual usage, using a talk-
aloud protocol: that is, getting the user to describe what they are doing as they use the 
feature in question. Where possible, content analysis will also be used: that is, we will 
try to detect usage of terms in the broader scholarly and philosophy community which 
indicates uptake of the kind of resources being developed in the AGORA 
experiments, or the AGORA resources themselves.   
 
Quantitative studies will include different forms of webmetrics to analyse the 
numbers of hits, downloads, inlinks, and patterns of link-following in the AGORA 

                                                
2	  For	  further	  details,	  see	  http://microsites.oii.ox.ac.uk/tidsr/.	  	  
3	  To	  access	  the	  report,	  visit	  http://www.rin.ac.uk/our-‐work/using-‐and-‐accessing-‐information-‐
resources/information-‐use-‐case-‐studies-‐humanities.	  	  
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Federation Portal and other sites where AGORA resources are accessible. The 
practices of deep log analysis undertaken by the LARIAH project (Log Analysis of 
Digital Resources in the Arts and Humanities)4  will also be consulted. Log analysis 
also allows for referral analysis, which is a way of understanding how third parties are 
using the resources5. This will be pursued to the extent that it is possible within the 
time limits of the project.  
 
2.3 Technical investigations focus on the way in which the technical design supports 
or hinders the values of the philosophical community, and what kinds of design 
choices are made or can be made with a view to these values. Included in the 
technical study is the experience of the user of the technical interface in terms of (for 
example) ease of navigation. This investigation will take place through a study of the 
technical and design requirements and the way these have been arrived at (the 
requirement gathering process) and the way they are realised. It will also involve 
qualitative and quantitative studies of user experience.  
 
2.4 VSD and FDD: The Value Sensitive Design methodology fits in well with the 
Feature Driven Development methodology which has been adopted by the AGORA 
project (see DOW B3.2). It too is based on an iterative design cycle, with evaluations 
being carried out in order to provide feedback to the solutions offered by the 
experiments, as well as to assess them. Two deliverables, D2.3 and D2.4 in month 18 
(interim) and month 34 (final), will document the progress of the AGORA 
experiments. 
 
3. Content validation  
 
Each of the experiments is premised upon the use of a selection of existing content 
already available online, existing content newly made available online, and solicited 
new content to be made available online and in paper publication. The content for 
each experiment must be selected, and follow the editorial and style guidelines of the 
TEI specialist (see AGORA Deliverable D4.1). It must, in addition, be quality 
controlled by the appropriate scholarly editorial means.   
 
Content validation will be carried out by working with other project partners to check 
that the appropriate selection of content has been made, that there is sufficient content 
for each experiment, and that it has been appropriately quality controlled in terms of 
formatting and style, as well as in terms of scholarship.  
 
Content validation will occur throughout the project, and will be reported in the 
evaluation reports of the 18th and 34th month of the project.  
 
4. Performance monitors  
 
In addition to the evaluation of each specific experiment, there will also be a cross-
cutting and ongoing evaluation of the AGORA project against the range of 
performance monitors shown in the following table.  
                                                
4	  For	  further	  details	  and	  access	  to	  the	  report	  see	  the	  project	  website	  
http://www.ucl.ac.uk/infostudies/research/circah/lairah/	  
5	  	  See	  a	  description	  of	  this	  method	  at	  http://microsites.oii.ox.ac.uk/tidsr/kb/45/what-‐referrer-‐
analysis#attachments	  
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Objective/ 
expected result 

Indicator name 
 

Increase in access to  

AGORA content 

Published scientific information  

Semantic links published in the federation  

LOD entities available on the AGORA Portal  

Networking 
Internal links between AGORA digital objects  

External links to entities in the LOD cloud  

Increase in use of AGORA 
content 

Access to the philosophical content  

Peer review comments in OJS/CommentPress 
Comments  

AGORA Federation Portal users  

Dissemination / Publicity 

AGORA web site hits  

Conference and workshop presentations  

Project publications / presentations 

Sustainability Partnerships commercial or other  

 
Each indicator will be monitored throughout the project and reported in the evaluation 
reports of the 18th and 34th month of the project.  
 
 
5. References 
 
Bulger, M., Meyer, E.T., de la Flor, G., Terras, M., Wyatt, S., Jirotka, M., Eccles, K., 
Madsen, C. (2011) Reinventing Research? Information practices in the humanities. A 
Research Information Network Report. London: RIN.  
Online: http://www.rin.ac.uk/humanities-case-studies 
 
Friedman, B., Kahn, P.H., Borning, A. (2006) ‘Value Sensitive Design and 
Information Systems’. Human-Computer Interaction in Management  
Information Systems: Foundations. P. Zhang, Galletta, D. (eds) New York, 
M.E.Sharpe,Inc: 348-372. 
 
Madsen, Christine. (2008) Online Survey of Humanities Scholars & Their Use of 
Digital Technologies. A Report for the Discovery Project.  
 
Warwick, C., Terras, M., Huntington, P., Pappas, N., & Galina, I. (2006) The LAIRAH 
Project: Log Analysis of Digital Resources in the Arts and Humanities. Final Report. 
http://www.ucl.ac.uk/infostudies/research/circah/lairah/ 
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Section Two: Experiment Specific Strategy  
 
 
The strategy for each experiment is divided into the following sub-sections: 
 
1. Goal: A statement of the main goal of the experiment and an analysis of the goal, 
that is, a breakdown of the main goal into the means or steps whereby the main goal 
will be achieved.  
2. Components of the experiment: This consists of a consideration of which elements 
will need to be considered for evaluation, ranging from content to technical tools.  
3. Overlaps: Since there are different ways in which the experiments overlap, it will 
be necessary to take into account the ways in which the success of one experiment 
affects the success of other experiments. In addition, it is important to bear in mind 
that the same users will be involved in more than one experiment, and the evaluation 
needs to ensure that it streamlines the way in which those users are involved in 
evaluations, so as to achieve as much as possible through one evaluation session or 
means, and not to keep returning to the same set of users for different experiments.  
4. Users: This section consists of a list of the most important direct users of the 
resources or service made available by an experiment, how they will be enlisted as 
users and for evaluation, and how they will be retained.  
5. Stakeholders: The Stakeholders in a resource or service are those who are not direct 
users in the first instance, but who will be affected by it in some way. Because they 
form part of the broader research community, it is preferable to include them in the 
evaluation, albeit in indirect ways.  
6. Evaluation strategy: The specific application of the tripartite methodology for 
evaluation as outlined in Section One, is outlined, with the main quantitative and 
qualitative forms of evaluation for empirical and technical aspects shown in a table, 
and the main lines of enquiry for conceptual aspects.  
  
The evaluation strategy for each experiment was developed through a combination of 
gleaning information about each experiment as described in the Description of Work 
for the AGORA project, and in collaboration with the leaders and other team 
members of each experiment through a number of iterations.  
 
The Individual Experiment Evaluation Strategy Outlines are contained in the 
following Appendices:  
 
Appendix One:  Experiment 1: Semantic Linking Experiment 
Appendix Two:  Experiment 2: Linked Open Data Experiment 
Appendix Three:  Experiment 3: Contexta Experiment 
Appendix Four:   Experiment 4: Open Peer Review Experiment 
Appendix Five (a):   Experiment 5: Open Access Business Models Experiment  
Appendix Five (b):  Experiment 5: ONTOS Report: PPP OA Business Model 

Evaluation  
Appendix Six:  Literature relevant for conceptual analysis.  
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Appendix One 
 
Experiment 1. Semantic Linking Experiment 
Partners realising this experiment: CNR-ILIESI, UIB-WAB. 
 
1. Goal 
 
To enable a novel way of building, querying, and browsing a knowledge network and 
to assess its suitability as a collaborative research tool as well as a learning device.  
 
1.1 Analysis of goal  
 
1) A subset of the new content (secondary sources in the form of scholarly articles, 
monographs) will be interlinked via semantic annotations among each other and the 
underlying datasets (primary sources in the form of editions of texts, manuscripts) 
most of which are already available in the Philosource Federation. 
 
2) A subset of secondary sources will be connected with keywords that at the same 
time will make up domain concepts of the Wittgenstein secondary sources ontology.  
 
3) The resulting ontology, in the form of RDF files, will be published on the web and 
the users will be offered the possibility to browse it using Swicky Notes, use the 
ontology to tag additional material, and add to the ontology generating their own 
notebooks.  
 
4) The semantically linked content will enhance browsing, querying, collaboration 
and learning.  
 
2. Components 
 
2.1 Content  
 
 1) Existing content: A selection of content on Philosource  

2) Republishing material that is already published: Kirchberg Wittgenstein 
Symposium papers and Wittgenstein Archives publication series materials 
3) Articles published in the Nordic Wittgenstein Review  
4) Audio and video content from WAB and Univ. of Vienna holdings 
5) Articles published in the Lexicon Philosophicum 
6) Languages: German, Spanish, Italian, for WAB: German and English  

 
2.2. Semantic linking  
 

Keywords have been solicited from the user community by asking authors to 
provide words that would characterise their work. As of September 2011, a list 
of 700 keywords has been generated. They will be edited and streamlined by 
WAB, to form a list of domain concepts for a subset of the secondary sources.   
Semantic linking will also occur via metadata. Metadata include standardised 
information such as names, dates, geographical names, etc. Users will have the 
option of searching using keywords or metadata.  
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2.3 Editorial guidelines 
 

The content of the text materials will be published in XML and PDF formats, 
following the editorial and style guidelines developed for the AGORA content 
by Lou Burnard, a TEI expert (see D4.1).   
 

2.4 Technical 
 

RDF files/ Protégé (an OSS Ontology editor)/ SwickyNotes (a semantic 
collaborative annotation system developed within the Discovery project) 

 
3. Overlaps 
 
1) Directly overlaps with the LOD experiment, relating to the RDF file, RDF graph 
and RDF notebook; 2) Indirectly overlaps with Open Access experiment – since there 
is shared content on the Nordic Wittgenstein Review.  
 
4. Users 
 

Initial stages 
• AGORA project members involved in related experiments 
Direct  
• Users of the AGORA Portal 
• Nordic Wittgenstein Society members 
• Authors of papers of the Kirchberg symposia (also for the ONTOS materials) 
• Authors of Wittgenstein Archives Publication Series papers and monographs 
• Readers of journal articles, of the Kirchberg papers and of the ONTOS 

material.  
 
4.1 How enlisted?  
 

• At Final publication, users of the AGORA Portal will see a pop-up message 
asking if they are willing to be involved in evaluations; 

• Email to authors of papers of the Wittgenstein Symposia;  
• Email soliciting keywords; 
• Email requests to all authors of new material, members of editorial boards of 

the new journals, reviewers, registered users of the open peer review system;  
• WAB and CNR-ILIESI data base will be used to generate a list of potential 

users, target addresses.  
 

4.2 How retained?  
 
Experiments and evaluations must be carried out with a view to the ongoing use of the 
resources.  They must therefore be transparent, based on consent, unobtrusive, not 
make excessive demands, and have a clear point.  
 
Communication with potential users should include information about evaluation, 
including that we will be taking log trails.  
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Users will be asked at each stage whether they are willing to be involved in evaluation 
– for each type of evaluation. 
There will also be timely feedback through newsletters and other means.  
 
5. Stakeholders  
 

• Broader communities of scholars of relevant areas  
• Professional societies  
• Publishers 
• Journals in affiliated areas 
• For further material, eg audio and video: those unable to attend conferences in 

person.  
 
5.1 How identified?  
 

• Through key AGORA project members also being members of the various 
groups; 

• Dissemination strategy (eg conferences and workshops); 
• Referral analysis. 

   
5.2 How involved?  
 

Indirectly (through log and content analysis) 
 
6. Evaluation strategy  
 
The evaluation strategy will be targeted at portal users, authors, reviewers, readers, 
editors, editorial boards. 
   
6.1 Empirical and Technical Evaluation  
 
Evaluation will focus on searchability by content as well as text, ease of navigation, 
use for scholarship, collaboration and learning.  

 
Evaluation target User group Evaluation carried 

out by: 
 

Quality of 
content 
(scholarly and 
editorial) 

All Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview 

Questions relating to 
quality of content in terms 
of scholarly content and 
style 

Keywords and 
metadata 

All Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud; 
Quantitative: log 
analysis; 

Questions relating to use 
and quality of keywords 
and metadata; Talk-aloud 
focusing on way keywords 
and metadata used in actual 
searches; Log analysis of 
which used more, keywords 
or metadata; Analysis of 
tagging activity to evaluate 
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acceptance of, deviation 
from or supplementation of 
domain concepts by users. 
Analysis of the extent to 
which users tag new 
material using the ontology 
of the project.  

Content 
enrichment 

All Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview; 
Quantitative:  log 
analysis  

Questions relating to 
perceptions of added value 
of semantic linking in 
relevant context of 
scholarship (researching, 
writing, reviewing, editing); 
Log analysis comparing use 
of unenriched and enriched 
content. 

Usability of 
interface  

All Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud 

Questions relating to ease 
of use of different aspects 
of the interface; Talk aloud 
focusing on actual use  

Usability of 
SwickyNotes 

All Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud.  
 

Questions relating to the 
extent to which users are 
able to download and use 
SwickyNotes, and how 
SwickyNotes is used in 
conjunction with user 
generated notebooks.  

 RDF files/ 
Protégé / 
SwickyNotes / 
Technical 
aspects of 
metadata and 
keywords 

 Technical analysis 
in view of the 
extent to which 
these individually 
and collectively 
meet the user 
requirements  

 

 
6.2 Conceptual evaluation  
 
Investigation will be focused on how semantic linking affects responses to the 
following questions:  
 
What is semantic linking in general, and in the digital humanities in particular? How 
is a semantically-linked philosophical text the same as or different from an online text 
with no semantic linking, and a paper published text?  
What is a philosophical text – for example, what are the criteria of identification and 
re-identification of a text; and what are the criteria for interpretations of texts? 
How do semantically-linked philosophical texts affect authorial and reader roles, 
criteria of validation of interpretation?  
 
Sources of evaluation for 1):  
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Relevant Literature;  
Expectations of the relevant communities: qualitative methods – relevant questions 
will be included in interviews and focus groups.  
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Appendix Two  
 
Linked Open Data (LOD) Experiment 
Partner realising this experiment: NET7 
 
To offer users and machines a unique access point to the federation content and to 
augment the user search and browsing experience. The Philosource Federation is 
already a federation in the political sense by sharing common values and 
technological standards. The Federation Portal will mainly serve as a centralised 
aggregator of all the metadata (semantically structured and non-semantically 
structured) produced by the federation nodes. It will thereby interlink the federation 
nodes, and link the federation content with relevant external sources. The linking will 
make the content more interoperable, easier to discover and retrieve, and provide a 
richer context for the federation content. Search will be refined and expanded in an 
appealing and easy to use interface. Finally, the metadata made available through the 
portal API will make the federation content usable to build other third party 
applications and aims to stimulate innovative and creative re-uses of our data6.  
1.1 Analysis of goal 
 
1. Offering a unique SPARQL endpoint to access RDF metadata of all the federation 
content to third party data consumers;  
 
2. Semi-automatically enrich the data to link certain type of resources (most notably 
books, people, places and events) via rdfs:sameAs properties, to other LOD providers 
such as 
DBPedia, Freebase, The Library of Congress, The Open Library, Geonames, 
Europeana. 
 
3. Offering an augmented search facility by expanding queries with data extracted 
from third party LOD providers. For example, the search engine will: 
 
(i) expand user queries that involve a geographic location to other nearby locations. 
For example, a query for “all items published in Bavaria” will be expanded to “all 
items published in Munich or in Nuremberg or in Augsburg or in Regensburg” and so 
on. City/Region relations will be obtained by querying Geonames geographic data. In 
a similar way, the interface will permit users to formulate queries such as “all items 
whose authors are born between 1700 and 1800”, without forcing the federation nodes 
to explicitly enter the birthdates of the authors, which will be obtained from DBpedia 
and Freebase;  
(ii) suggest other related persons when the user query involves a person;  
(iii) guide the user to other philosophy projects and digital library locations.  
 
4. Enhanced search will be offered in an appealing and easy to use interface, for 
example, by allowing visually browsing search results on a map and on a timeline. 
 
2. Components of Experiment 

                                                
6	  The	  AGORA	  consortium	  is	  currently	  investigating	  what	  kind	  of	  license	  will	  be	  
used	  for	  the	  AGORA	  metadata	  (non-‐commercial	  only	  vs	  commercial	  use).	  
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2.1 Content 
 
The content involved in this experiment is the content of the Philosource Federation 
Portal, and new content provided by the AGORA project, in the form of online and/or 
Open Access versions of existing publications, and new material in the form of 
articles.  
 
2.2 Keywords 
 
Keywords solicited from authors will be used for interlinking (see Semantic Linking 
Experiment).  
 
2.3 Metadata  
 
This will be created by the AGORA Project, and also harvested from the LOD cloud.  
 
2.4 Technical requirements 
 
Building up technical requirements is a core activity of this experiment. Initially, 
technical requirements will be obtained with AGORA project members as users; a 
further set of technical requirements, with a view to end users, will be developed in an 
ongoing manner throughout the project.  
 
3. Overlaps 
 
Direct overlaps with the Semantic Linking Experiment (will use input from this 
experiment such as keywords, semantic annotations and relevant editorial content); 
indirect links with content produced in Peer Review and Open Access Business 
Models Experiments.  
 
4. Users 
 

Initial stages 
• AGORA project members involved in related experiments 
Main users 
• Users of Philosource 
• Users of Semantic Linking Experiment 
• Users of Peer Review and Open Access Business Models Experiment 
• Third party users of LOD cloud 

 
4.1 How enlisted and retained?  
The main users for the qualitative evaluation of this experiment will be enlisted via 
the Philosource Federation Portal, and via the Semantic Linking Experiment, Peer 
Review and Open Access Business Models Experiment.  
 
Users will also be enlisted by a request to complete a survey when they land on the 
AGORA Federation Portal. The survey will contain a further request for an interview 
and other modes of qualitative evaluation. They will also have the opportunity to say 
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whether they are interested in being updated on the development of the experiment 
and project via newsletters or RSS feeds.  
 
5. Stakeholders  
 
Philosophy scholars 
Humanities scholars 
Digital Humanities  
LOD communities  
 
5.1 How identified?  
 
Dissemination strategy (eg conferences and workshops); 
Referral analysis 
   
5.2 How involved?  
 
Indirectly (through log and content analysis) 
 
6. Evaluation strategy 
 
6.1  Empirical and Technical Evaluation  
 
Evaluation will focus on the extent to which Linked Open Data is perceived as an 
enhancement by the community of users, and the extent to which the tools for 
accessing the relevant functionalities are usable.   
 
Evaluation 
target 

User group Evaluation carried 
out by: 

 

Unique 
SPARQL 
endpoint to 
access RDF 
metadata of all 
the federation 
content to third 
party data 
consumers 
 

3rd party data 
consumers  

Quantitative: log 
analysis; 
Qualitative: 
survey. Technical 
analysis of the 
functioning of the 
system and the 
way it meets 
requirements.  

Webmetrics to measure and 
analyse access to federation 
content; referral analysis and 
survey to track uses made of 
content.  

Semi-automatic 
enrichment of 
data via links to 
other LOD 
sources  

Users of 
Philosource 
Federation 
Data and 
other 
AGORA 
resources and 
experiments; 
third party 
users  

Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud; 
Quantitative: log 
analysis 

Questions relating to 
experience of using enriched 
data; Talk-aloud focusing on 
actual use.  
Webmetrics to measure and 
analyse access to federation 
content; referral analysis 

Augmented As above Qualitative: Questions relating to 
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search facility 
(including 
related 
geographical 
locations, 
names, and 
projects)  

Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud; 
Quantitative: log 
analysis 

experience of augmented  
search; Talk-aloud focusing 
on actual use.  
Webmetrics to measure and 
analyse access to federation 
content; referral analysis 

Keynotes and 
metadata 

As above Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud; 
Quantitative: log 
analysis 

Questions relating to use and 
quality of keywords and 
metadata; Talk-aloud 
focusing on way keywords 
and metadata used in actual 
searches; Log analysis of 
which used more, keywords 
or metadata. 

Interface As above Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud 

Questions relating to 
experience of using the 
interface.  

 
 
6.2 Conceptual 
 

Evaluation will focus on issues relating to the way in which Linked Open Data 
affects the constitution of philosophical texts and documents.  

 
 Sources of evaluation:  
 

Relevant Literature  
Expectations of the relevant communities about conceptual requirements: 
qualitative methods — survey, interview, focus group.  
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Appendix Three 
 
Experiment 3: Contexta 
Partner realising the experiment: CNRS 
 
 
1. Goal 
 
To offer a specific scholarly citation solution by creating bidirectional links between 
the different editions contained in Nietzsche Source, and to lists of articles citing 
these. A further goal is to render the greater contextualization that is thereby offered 
in a form that is more intuitive for scholarly practice.  
 
1.1 Analysis of goal  
 
Bidirectional links between primary sources: the two editions contained in Nietzsche 
Source; 
Bidirectional and dynamic (i.e. constantly updated) links between primary and 
secondary sources  in the form of automatically updated lists of articles citing primary 
sources;  
Rendering appropriate for scholarly practice.  
 

 
2. Components  
 
2.1 Content  
 
The two editions (Critical Editions and Facsimile Editions) of Nietzsche Source and 
articles published in Studia Nietzscheana. Content for the latter will consist of already 
published material and of newly solicited material.  
 
2.1.2 Quality control of content 
 
Newly solicited material will go through peer review.  
 
2.2 Technical  

 
• An elegant, robust and scalable Web application to publish and interlink scholarly 

content (editions, articles, commentaries) 
• Database structure using MySQL 
• Database access layers using PHP via Symfony or other PHP framework 
• Interface (HTML, JavaScript) 
• Customise Open Journal Systems 
• XSLT to produce different rendering of scholarly materials (editions, articles, etc.) 
 
3. Overlaps 
 
The Contexta experiment does not overlap with other experiments.  
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4. Users 
  

• Authors of already published papers 
• Authors of new papers 
• Editors 
• Reviewers  
• Readers 

 
How enlisted?  

 
Nietzsche Source already has over 40 000 users. At the appropriate time, users will 
see a pop up message asking if they are willing to be involved in evaluations.  
Communication with potential users should include information about evaluation, 
including that we will be taking log trails.  
Users will be asked at each stage whether they are willing to be involved in evaluation 
– for each type of evaluation.  
 
How retained?  
 
Through timely feedback through newsletters and other means.  
 
Experiments and evaluations must be carried out with a view to ongoing use of the 
resources. They must therefore be transparent, based on consent, unobtrusive, not 
make excessive demands, and have a clear point.  
 
5. Stakeholders 
 

• Broader communities of scholars of relevant areas  
• Professional societies  
• Publishers 
• Journals in affiliated areas 
• For further material, eg audio and video: those unable to attend conferences in 

person.  
 
 
5.1 How identified?  
 
Through key AGORA project members also being members of the various groups 
Dissemination strategy (eg conferences and workshops) 
Referral analysis 
   
5.2 How involved?  
 
Directly, through interview; 
Indirectly (through log and content analysis) 
 
6. Evaluation strategy  
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The evaluation strategy will be targeted at all users (authors, editors, reviewers, 
readers), and where possible, the broader community of Nietzsche scholars.  
 
6.1  Empirical and Technical Evaluation  
 
Evaluation will focus on the enhancement of the citation system and on the rendering 
of the different views of materials.  
 
Evaluation target User group Evaluation carried 

out by: 
 

Quality of 
content 
(scholarly and 
editorial) 

All Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview 

Questions relating to 
quality of content in terms 
of scholarly content and 
style 

Bidirectional 
links between 
primary sources 

All Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud; 
Quantitative: log 
analysis. 
Technical analysis 
of the system of 
bidirectional links 
and the extent to 
which it meets 
requirements.  

Questions relating to use 
and quality of bidirectional 
links; Talk-aloud focusing 
on way bidirectional links 
are used in actual practice; 
Log analysis of which links 
are used, and comparing 
texts with and without use 
of links.  

Bidirectional 
and dynamic 
links between 
primary and 
secondary 
sources 

All  Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group, Interview 
and Talk-aloud; 
Quantitative: log 
analysis. 
Technical analysis 
of the system of 
bidirectional links 
and the extent to 
which it meets 
requirements. 

As above, but focusing on 
effect of dynamic nature of 
links 

Rendering  Selected user 
group 

Focus group An expert user forum will 
be invited to participate in a 
prototype evaluation 
session, and their feedback 
will be used to refine and 
improve the design of the 
interface. This user forum 
will remain engaged in the 
evaluation of the interface 
as it goes through 
iterations.  
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6.2 Conceptual 
 

Evaluation will focus on conceptions of scholarship, interpretation, and 
expectations of what constitutes a text of philosophy.  
Text and context in a bidirectionally linked scholarly resource.  
Evidence and justification of interpretive claims.  

 
 Sources of evaluation:  
 

Relevant Literature  
Expectations of the relevant communities about conceptual requirements: 
qualitative methods — survey, interview, focus group.  
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Appendix Four 
 
 
Experiment 4: Open Collaborative Peer Review 
Partners realising the experiment: CNR-ILIESI, UIB-WAB 
 
1. Goal 
 
The goal of Experiment 4 is to experiment in the field of open collaborative peer 
review in order to enhance and determine standards for peer review in the humanities 
and social sciences in the digital age. 
 
1.1 Analysis of goal  

 
Authors submit their papers to the two new online journals (Nordic Wittgenstein 
Review and Lexicon Philosophicum) via Open Journal System (OJS).  
  
Papers will undergo a general eligibility and quality check by the editors and editors-
in-chief.  
 
Papers will undergo double blind review during which authors and reviewers will 
remain anonymous.  
 
Editors decide on acceptance or rejection. 
 
Papers that are accepted for publication will go through one month of additional open 
review or commentary, during which registered users will be asked to comment on 
and to discuss the accepted papers. Discussions will be moderated by editors and 
editors-in-chief.  
 
Editors will proceed with suggesting revisions on the basis of the open review.   
 
Authors will be able to use the suggestions, comments and discussions from the open 
review / comment stage in finalising their paper for publication.  
 
The online publication of the articles will include functionality for readers to evaluate, 
rate and recommend articles in a comment stage. The user will then be able to select 
from different criteria of evaluation, such as highest rated, most read, and most cited.  
 
 
2. Components 
 
2.1 Content   
 Articles solicited for the two new journals  
 
2.2 Quality control of content:  
 Review is the point of the experiment 
 
2.3 Technical 
 Open Journal System 
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 CommentPress  
 
3. Overlaps  
 
There are overlaps with the Semantic Linking Experiment and (in the case of the 
Nordic Wittgenstein Review) with the Open Access Experiment.   
 
4. Users  
 

• Authors 
• Reviewers 
• Editorial board 
• Editors-in-chief 
• Registered users of the OJS journal websites.   

 
4.1 How enlisted?  
 

• Authors: Calls for papers for the two papers have been issued, and the peer 
review process has been described in the call 

• Members of review boards: these have been compiled by the Nordic 
Wittgenstein Society, WAB and CNR-ILIESI 

• Open peer reviewers: The Nordic Wittgenstein Society will ask its members to 
register and participate through list email and Website announcement. It will 
also ask other Wittgenstein and philosophy societies to do the same. ONTOS 
and WAB will do the same. ILIESI also will ask members of the scientific 
community (associations, mailing list, announcements etc.) to register and 
participate. 

  
4.2 How retained?  
 
Experiments and evaluations must be carried out with a view to ongoing use of the 
resources. They must therefore be transparent, based on consent, unobtrusive, not 
make excessive demands, and have a clear point.  
 
Communication with potential users should include information about evaluation, 
including that we will be taking log trails.  
Users will be asked at each stage whether they are willing to be involved in evaluation 
– for each type of evaluation.  
 
There will also be timely feedback through newsletters and other means.  
 
5. Stakeholders  
 

• Broader communities of scholars of relevant areas  
• Professional societies  
• Publishers 
• Journals in affiliated areas 

 
5.1 How identified?  
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Through key AGORA project members also being members of the various groups 
Dissemination strategy (eg conferences and workshops) 
Referral analysis 
   
5.2 How involved?  
 
Indirectly (through log and content analysis) 
 
 
6. Evaluation strategy 
 
The evaluation strategy will be targeted at authors, reviewers, editorial board 
members, editors-in-chief, registered users of the platform  
 
6.1 Empirical and Technical Evaluation  
 
Evaluation will focus on each stage of the peer review process. Evaluations will occur 
at each stage, and an overview evaluation of the whole process will take place once a 
group of papers has gone through to final publication, and have been online for three 
months.  

 
Evaluation target User group Evaluation carried 

out by 
 

Submission 
process 
 

Authors Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview 

Questions relating to 
attitudes to the peer review 
process prior to and on 
submission.  

Editorial quality 
control 

Editors-in-
chief and 
Editorial 
board 

Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview 

Questions relating to 
attitudes to editorial 
process.  

Double blind 
peer review 
process 

Appointed 
Reviewers, 
Editors, 
Authors 

Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview 

Questions relating to 
attitudes to the peer review 
process.  

Open peer 
review process 

Registered 
users (active 
in making 
comments 
and non-
active), 
Authors, 
Appointed 
Reviewers, 
Editors. 

Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview 

Questions relating to 
attitudes to the  open peer 
review process 
independently and in 
context of double blind 
review.  

Post open peer 
review process 

Authors, 
Editors 

Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview 

Questions relating to 
assessment of how the 
different stages of the 
process has contributed to 
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improving papers.  
Post publication 
ratings 

Readers, 
Authors, 
Editors  

Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview. 
Quantitative: log 
analysis  

Questions relating to how 
ratings affect reading and 
researching. Log analysis 
comparing ratings and 
access.  

OJS and 
CommentPress 

All  Qualitative: 
Survey, Focus 
group and 
Interview. 
Technical analysis 
of the extent to 
which these meet 
user requirements.  

Questions relating to ease 
of use at all stages.  

 
 
6.2 Conceptual evaluation 
 
Evaluation will focus on understanding of 1) the role of intersubjectivity in writing 
and assessing philosophy, and how this role is played out in blind and open peer 
review; 2) the role of anonymity or non-anonymity; 3) the role of institutional 
publication systems; 4) the role of different media of feedback: comments as opposed 
to ratings.  
 
Sources of evaluation:  
 

Relevant Literature  
Expectations of the relevant communities: qualitative methods — survey, 
interview, focus group.  
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Appendix Five (a)  
 
Experiment 5: PPP OA Business Models 
Partners realising the experiment: ONTOS 
 
 
1. Goal  
 
The goal of experiment 5 carried out by ONTOS is to experiment with different OA 
Business Models in collaboration with the publicly funded Wittgenstein Archive in 
order to gain insight into their effects on ONTOS’ commercial business, and on the 
Editorial Committee of the Nordic Wittgenstien Review. 
 
1.2 Analysis of goals  
 
1. Monographs: Republication of a selection of monographs in digital format and 
make them available Open Access, under a Creative Commons Attribution-Non 
Commercial-No Derivative license, and analysis of effect on sales figures. Study the 
effects on sales figures over time of re-publishing online in OA existing in-print 
closed access monographs; and study the effects of re-publishing online and 
semantically linking a selection of OA monographs.  
 
2. Journals: Publication of Nordic Wittgenstein Review under hybrid and delayed 
business models and analysis of effect on sales figures. Experiment with different 
business models for a new PPP OA Wittgenstein journal run in collaboration with 
WAB. 
 
Evaluation of ONTOS brand and public perception  
 
 
2. Components  
 
Content: monographs and journal articles; a selection of monographs semantically 
linked (see Semantic Linking Experiment)  
 
Technical: OJS; semantic linking interface 
 
3. Overlaps 
 
This experiment overlaps with the Semantic Linking Experiment and with the Open 
Peer Review Experiment.  
 
4. Users   
 

• The Executive Editor and Editorial board of the Nordic Wittgenstein Review 
• Readers of the Open Access monographs 
• All users involved in the Semantic Linking and Open Peer Review 

Experiments  
 
Users will be enlisted and retained via those two experiments  
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5. Stakeholders 
 

• Broader communities of scholars of relevant areas  
• Publishers 
• Journals in affiliated areas 

 
As with the two experiments with which this experiment overlaps.   
 
6. Evaluation strategy 
 
This experiment will undergo a dual evaluation, one evaluation within the 
AGORA project and one carried out by Prof. Dr. Meiners and Partners as in-
house consultant to ONTOS.  
 
Evaluation for the AGORA project will be carried out in the context of other 
experiments. 
 
6.1 Empirical  
 
The user experience of Open Access will be evaluated in the context of evaluation of 
the Semantic Linking and Open Peer Review Experiments, with a brief section of 
questionnaires covering Open Access in terms of users’ experience and perception. A 
focus group will be held with the Editorial Committee of the Nordic Wittgenstein 
Review in order to capture their experience of the Open Access experiment.  
 
(There are no significant technical aspects of this experiment that will not be 
evaluated in other experiments).  
 
6.2 Conceptual  
 
There will be an investigation of the economic and institutional aspects of 
philosophical research and readership.  
 
6.3 Evaluation of Business Models 
 
This section is an extract from the report by Prof. Dr. Meiners and Partners, for 
the evaluation of Experiment 5: PPP OA Business Models (dated 28 June, 2011)  
 
Evaluation Strategy  
 
Phase 1 
ONTOS will republish some of its monographs in digital format and make them 
available in OA. First we evaluate the sales figures of the relevant book titles (3, 12 
and 24 month after publication). The book series selected are “Philosophical 
Analysis” (5 titles), “Philosophical Research” (2 titles), and “Epistemic Studies” (5 
titles) as well as the entire “Wittgenstein series” (15 titles). The deadline of evaluation 
is 31. May 2011.  
 
Phase 2 
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Beginning of June 2011 ONTOS will make the book titles Open Access (Delayed 
OA).  
 
Phase 3 
At the end of December 2011 we will evaluate the effects on sales figures over time 
or re-publishing online in OA existing in-print closes access monographs. We will 
repeat evaluation at the end of December 2012 and at the end of October 2013. We 
will analyse the effect on its sales figures of the printed commercial version of the 
same monographs as well as the effects on its other publications.  
 
Phase 4 
The business model will be expanded during the next year by 15 additional books. 
Some of these books will be published in print and OA simultaneously (Hybrid OA), 
some three month after the printed book and some six month after the printed version 
(Delayed OA). AGORA includes that ONTOS makes altogether 40 books available 
for OA. 
 
Phase 5 
In a next step, we experiment with different business models for a new PPP OA 
Wittgenstein journal in collaboration with the Wittgenstein Archives at the University 
of Bergen (WAB). The first issue of this new journal will first be published in print. 
 
Phase 6 
After a six month embargo period ONTOS will be publishing the first issue 
electronically in an OA database (Delayed OA).   
 
Phase 7 
Issue two will be published hybrid, meaning that only a section of 50% of the articles 
in the printed version will be available in OA on the journals web side (Hybrid OA). 
 
Phase 8 
In a last step, we will study the effects of putting valuable contents in OA on its brand 
and its public perception.  
 
 
 
 
 
  



D2.2 Experiment Requirements AGORA (270904) 30 

Appendix Six 
 
Literature to be drawn upon for Section 2.1 
 
The literature for conceptual analysis will be drawn from but not limited to the titles 
listed below. The list focuses on philosophy and digital humanities, but includes some 
titles on semantic web and linked open data.  
 
Bartscherer, T. and Coover, R. eds. 2011. Switching Codes. Thinking through New 
Technology in the Humanities and the Arts. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 
 
Bizer, C., Heath, T. and Hepp, M. eds. 2009. ‘Special Issue on Linked Data’. 
International Journal on Semantic Web and Information System 5(3). 
 
Carusi, A. 2003. ‘Taking Philosophical Dialogue Online’. Discourse 3(1). 
 
Carusi, A. 2006. ‘Perplexities of teaching philosophy online’. Discourse, 5 (2).  
 
Carusi, A. 2009. ‘Philosophy engines: Technology and Reading/Writing/Thinking 
Philosophy’. Discourse 8(3). 

David, S. 2008. ‘Ontologies in Philosophy and in Computer Science’ in Proceedings 
of the 6th European Conference on Computing and Philosophy, 2008. 

D’Iorio, P. 2008. ‘L’île des savoirs choisis. De HyperNietzsche à Scholarsource: pour 
une infrastructure de recherche sur le Web’. Recherches & Travaux 72.  

D’Iorio, P. and Barbera, M. 2011. ‘Scholarsource: A Digital Infrastructure for the 
Humanities’ in Bartscherer, T. and Coover, R. (2011). 
 
Ess, C. ed. 1996. Philosophical Perspectives on Computer-Mediated Communication. 
Albany: State University of New York Press.  
 
Galey, A.  2011. ‘Reading the Book of Mozilla: Web Browsers and the Materiality of 
Digital Texts’ in Crone, R. and Towheed, S. The History of Reading, Vol. 3: Methods, 
Strategies, Tactics. New York: Palgrave Macmillan. 

Kolb, D. 1994. ‘Socrates in the Labyrinth’ in Landow (1994). 

Kolb, D. 1996. ‘Discourse across links’ in Ess (1996).  

Landow, G. ed. 1994. Hyper/Text/Theory. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press. 

Luke, T.W. and Hunsinger, J. eds. 2009. Putting Knowledge to Work and Letting 
Information Play. Blacksburg: Center for Digital Discourse and Culture. 
 
McCarty, W. ed. 2011. Text and Genre in Reconstruction: Effects of Digitization on 
Ideas, Behaviours, Products, and Institutions. Oxford: Open Book.  
 
Mika, P., Bizer, C., Schaefel, M.C. and Rutledge, L. 2010. ‘Semantic Web Challenge 
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2009: User Interaction in Semantic Web Research’. Special Issues of Journal of Web 
Semantics 8(4).        
 
Pichler, A. 2010. ‘Towards the new Bergen Electronic Edition’ in Venturinha, N. 
(2010).               

Pichler, A. and Hrachovec, H. eds. 2008. Wittgenstein and the Philosophy of 
Information:  Proceedings of the 30th International Ludwig Wittgenstein Symposium, 
Kirchberg am Wechsel, Austria 2007. Frankfurt: ONTOS. 

Pichler, A. and Säätelä, S. eds. 2008. Philosophy of the Information Society: 
Proceedings of the 30th International Ludwig Wittgenstein Symposium, Kirchberg am 
Wechsel, Austria 2007. Frankfurt: ONTOS. 

Rockwell, G. 2003. ‘Des MaMI et des MaMER: Sur la possibilité de l'interprétation 
assistée par ordinateur’ translated by: Stéphanie Posthumus. L’Astrolabe. Available 
at: http://www.uottawa.ca/academic/arts/astrolabe/. 

Rockwell, G. 2003. ‘What is Text Analysis, Really?’. Literary and Linguistic 
Computing 18(2). 

Schreibman, S. and Siemens, R. eds. 2008. A Companion to Digital Literary Studies. 
Oxford: Blackwell.  Available at: http://digitalhumanities.org/companionDLS/. 

Venturinha, N. ed. 2010. Wittgenstein After His Nachlass. Basingstoke: Palgrave 
Macmillan. 
 


