
 

COURSE SYLLABUS FOR DOCTORAL STUDIES 

Name of the course Field of study and its 

code 

Faculty 

Scholarly and Scientific 

Communication: Open Access  

Communication and 

information S 008 

Communication 

 

Study method Study method Study method Study method 

Lectures  Consultations 2 ECTS 

Individual work 5 ECTS Seminars  

 

Course abstract 

Course aim is to analyse the system of scientific communication, its development, understand 

intellectual property in scholarly communication, open access, and understand its meaning, 

analyse and evaluate the trends and practices of scholarly openness; understand and apply critical, 

analytical methods of scholarly communication audiences, scholarly communication goals, 

interested parties, assessment of scholarly communication report, presentation of scientific 

research results to different audiences by using different communication channels and principles 

of scholarly communication.   

  

Course themes   

Science Communication:  Public Understanding of Science (PUS), Public Awareness of Science 

(PAS), Scientific Literacy (SL) and Scholarly Communication, Connections between the Public 

Understanding of Science and Science Communication. Development of scientific knowledge 

creation models. Linear scientific communication. Scientific communication in the network. 

Scientific communication report. Academic publication. Scientific databases.   

Intellectual property in scholarly communication. Open access in scientific communication. Open 

access scientific journals, open access scientific archives, repositories, and libraries. Open 

scientific data. The problem of reproducibility of scientific research (Crisis of Reproducibility): 

(Data-driven Replications). Plagiarism. Artificial intelligence in scientific publications. Open 

science. Citizen science.  

The ecosystem of scholarly communication: aim, communicators, audiences. Models of science 

communication: deficit, dialogue, and participation. Interested parties of scholarly 

communication. Scholarly communication report. Scholarly communication and risk 

communication. Scholarly communication and social media platforms.  

  

Study methods:  

1. Individual consultations with course lecturers.  

2. Individual studies of scientific literature and preparation of a scientific paper dedicated to the 

analysis of open access resources (on the topic of the doctoral thesis) or individual studies of 

scientific literature and preparation of a scientific communication report (on the topic of the 

doctoral thesis).   

  

Evaluation methods:   

1. A scientific paper intended for the analysis of open access resources (the topic of the scientific 

paper) (5,000–10,000 characters) or preparation and presentation of a scholarly 

communication report (elective:  a written report on public understanding of science – 5,000–

10,000 characters; video, audio report on public understanding of science – up to 3 min. (a 



multimedia report on public understanding of science can also be presented, the scope is 

determined according to the dominant medium); preparation and presentation of a scholarly 

report – a conference presentation (up to 10 min.).   

2. An oral discussion by presenting and interpreting problems raised in the scientific 

communication paper. 
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