Introduction

Researchers have for many years had access
to new platforms and channels for networking
and sharing resources, but the pace of growth
in their usage of these networks has
substantially increased recently. This has led
to full-text sharing on a scale that concerns
publishers and libraries, because of the

Results

Where the Shareable PDF (S-PDF) option has been made available, it has immediately become the
most popular mechanism for sharing (Kudos also enables authors to track sharing via social media,
and to generate links for sharing via email, web, or offline in posters, handouts, presentations etc).
61% of authors have chosen to use this option when it has been available for sharing their work. The
number of authors sharing (via any channel) more than doubled (increase of 123% for participating
publishers). The number of publications being shared (via any channel) more than doubled (increase
of 103% for participating publishers).
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Nowadays, the shortage and uneven distribution of water resources is a

Conclusions

Our data provides an encouraging
indication that authors are willing to adopt
new approaches to sharing, and the
project has been a successful way to:

* leverage authors' desire to share

* leverage PDF-based sites as discovery
channels
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publishers by April 2018. The Shareable PDF
option for sharing was presented to all authors
using the Kudos platform to manage their b)
research dissemination for these publishers.
Uptake of this option was measured (the
number of authors choosing to generate a

showed 23% higher growth in downloads of full text on the
publisher site for publications where Kudos had been used'.
Author perspective — the story behind the research — bringing the
work to life

c) Cover artwork and logo — so that wherever the PDF ends up, the
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