
 

Political Behavior Detailed Submission Instructions 

Title Page Statements and Declarations 

The following sections must be included on the unanonymized title page of each submission as 

outlined in the Political Behavior Style Guide. 

 

Word count 

Submissions to Political Behavior should be no longer than 9,000 words, including the main 

body of text, notes, and table and figure titles and captions.  

- The word count does not include the title page, abstract, references, text in tables or 

figures themselves, or online supplementary material.  

 

Acknowledgments 

Acknowledgments of people, grants, funds, etc. should be placed in a separate section on the 

title page underneath “Statements and Declarations”. The names of funding organizations 

should be written in full.  

 

Compliance with Ethical Standards and IRB (or similar) Approval 

 

When reporting a study that involved human participants, their data, or biological material, 

authors should include a statement on the title page that confirms that the study was approved 

(or granted exemption) by the appropriate institutional and/or national research ethics 

committee (including the name of the ethics committee) and certify that the study was 

performed in accordance with the ethical standards as laid down in the APSA guidelines on 

ethical standards. If doubt exists whether the research was conducted in accordance with the 

APSA guidelines on ethical standards or comparable standards, the authors must explain the 

reasons for their approach, and demonstrate that an independent ethics committee or 

institutional review board explicitly approved the doubtful aspects of the study. If a study was 

granted an exemption from requiring ethics approval, this should also be detailed in the 

manuscript (including the reasons for the exemption).  

 

Consistent with APSA guidelines, we encourage researchers to be open about the ethical 

decisions made in conducting the research. Editors may solicit additional advice or independent 

commentary when considering ethically troubling research.  

 

Full text of the APSA guidelines on ethical standards can be found here: 

https://www.apsanet.org/Portals/54/diversity%20and%20inclusion%20prgms/Ethics/Final_Principle

s%20with%20Guidance%20with%20intro.pdf?ver=2020-04-20-211740-153 

 

Additional information about ethics approval can be found in the Supplementary Guidelines. 

 

https://www.apsanet.org/Portals/54/diversity%20and%20inclusion%20prgms/Ethics/Final_Principles%20with%20Guidance%20with%20intro.pdf?ver=2020-04-20-211740-153
https://www.apsanet.org/Portals/54/diversity%20and%20inclusion%20prgms/Ethics/Final_Principles%20with%20Guidance%20with%20intro.pdf?ver=2020-04-20-211740-153
https://www.apsanet.org/Portals/54/diversity%20and%20inclusion%20prgms/Ethics/Final_Principles%20with%20Guidance%20with%20intro.pdf?ver=2020-04-20-211740-153
https://www.apsanet.org/Portals/54/diversity%20and%20inclusion%20prgms/Ethics/Final_Principles%20with%20Guidance%20with%20intro.pdf?ver=2020-04-20-211740-153


 

Authors should include the following statements (if applicable) on the title page under 

“Compliance with Ethical Standards” when submitting a paper if applicable: 

- Confirmation that participants gave informed consent to participate and have the results 

published: For all research involving human subjects, freely given, informed consent to 

participate in the study must be obtained from participants (or their parent or legal 

guardian in the case of children under 16) and a statement to this effect should appear in 

the manuscript. In the case of articles describing human transplantation studies, authors 

must include a statement declaring that no organs/tissues were obtained from prisoners 

and must also name the institution(s)/clinic(s)/department(s) via which organs/tissues 

were obtained. For manuscripts reporting studies involving vulnerable groups where 

there is the potential for coercion or where consent may not have been fully informed, 

extra care will be taken by the editor and may be referred to the Springer Nature 

Research Integrity Group. Individuals may consent to participate in a study, but object to 

having their data published in a journal article. Authors should make sure to also seek 

consent from individuals to publish their data prior to submitting their paper to a journal. 

This is, in particular, applicable to case studies. A consent to publish form can be found 

on the journal website. 

- IRB (or similar) Approval: Who/where conducted the review of the research plan? If the 

research plan involves human subjects and did not undergo a review process, an 

explanation for why a review was not conducted should be provided.  

- Disclosure of any other ethical approvals, certificates, or lack thereof.  

 

The corresponding author should be prepared to collect documentation of compliance with 
ethical standards and send it if requested during peer review or after publication. The Editors 
reserve the right to reject manuscripts that do not comply with the above-mentioned guidelines. 
The author will be held responsible for false statements or failure to fulfill the above-mentioned 
guidelines. 

 

Data Availability and Replication Policy 

Authors of accepted manuscripts will be required to deposit all of the data and script files 

needed to replicate the published results in a trusted data repository such as ICPSR or 

Dataverse. Authors should include a statement agreeing to make all data and script files publicly 

available on the title page underneath “Data Availability.” Upon acceptance, the link to 

replication materials should be in the “Data Availability” section of the declarations on the title 

page. 

 

There may be occasions where the author may not be able to comply due to data embargoes or 

privacy concerns. These cases will be handled individually and the rationale for the inability to 

provide the replication files must be included in the manuscript prior to submission. That is, 

the editors should have all information about data availability before a publication decision is 

made.  

 

  



 

Disclosures 

Authors are required to disclose any competing interests, financial or non-financial, that are 

directly or indirectly related to the work submitted for publication on the title page of the 

manuscript.  

 

Funding Information 

Authors are required to disclose any funding sources used to execute the research included in 

the manuscript. Authors must declare any agencies, organizations, or institutions that funded 

the research on the title page.  

 

Pre-Registration  

At this time, Political Behavior does not require pre-registration. However, we ask that authors 

indicate whether they conducted a pre-registration. If pre-registration was conducted, authors 

should include an anonymized copy of their pre-registration with their submission. Authors 

should also indicate where a discussion of deviations from the pre-registration can be found (i.e. 

in the body of the manuscript, footnotes, the appendix, etc). Reviewers will see the author’s 

statement on whether pre-registration occurred and the anonymized version of the plan. 

 

Political Behavior Supplementary Guidelines 

Abbreviations 

Abbreviations should be defined at first mention and used consistently thereafter. 

 

Article Publishing Agreement 

Depending on the ownership of the journal and its policies, you will either grant the Publisher an 

exclusive license to publish the article or will be asked to transfer the copyright of the article to 

the Publisher. 

 

Cell lines 

If human cells are used, authors must declare in the manuscript: what cell lines were used by 
describing the source of the cell line, including when and from where it was obtained, whether 
the cell line has recently been authenticated, and by what method. If cells were bought from a 
life science company the following need to be given in the manuscript: name of the company 
(that provided the cells), cell type, number of cell lines, and batch of cells. 

 

It is recommended that authors check the NCBI database for misidentification and 
contamination of human cell lines. This step will alert authors to possible problems with the cell 
line and may save considerable time and effort. 

 

Further information is available from the International Cell Line Authentication 
Committee(ICLAC). 

 

Authors should include a statement that confirms that an institutional or independent ethics 
committee (including the name of the ethics committee) approved the study and that informed 
consent was obtained from the donor or next of kin. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/biosample/?term=cell%20line%20status%20misidentified%5bAttribute%5d
http://iclac.org/about-iclac/
http://iclac.org/about-iclac/


 

Clinical Trial Registration 

The World Health Organization (WHO) definition of a clinical trial is "any research study that 
prospectively assigns human participants or groups of humans to one or more health-related 
interventions to evaluate the effects on health outcomes". The WHO defines health 
interventions as “A health intervention is an act performed for, with or on behalf of a person or 
population whose purpose is to assess, improve, maintain, promote or modify health, 
functioning or health conditions” and a health-related outcome is generally defined as a change 
in the health of a person or population as a result of an intervention. 

 

To ensure the integrity of the reporting of patient-centered trials, authors must register 
prospective clinical trials (phase II to IV trials) in suitable publicly available repositories. For 
example www.clinicaltrials.gov or any of the primary registries that participate in the WHO 
International Clinical Trials Registry Platform. 

 

The trial registration number (TRN) and date of registration should be included as the last line of 
the manuscript abstract. 

 

For clinical trials that have not been registered prospectively, authors are encouraged to register 
retrospectively to ensure the complete publication of all results. The trial registration number 
(TRN), date of registration and the words 'retrospectively registered’ should be included as the 
last line of the manuscript abstract. 

 

Competing Interests 

Authors are requested to disclose interests that are directly or indirectly related to the work 

submitted for publication. Interests within the last 3 years of beginning the work (conducting the 

research and preparing the work for submission) should be reported. Interests outside the 3-

year time frame must be disclosed if they could reasonably be perceived as influencing the 

submitted work. Disclosure of interests provides a complete and transparent process and helps 

readers form their own judgments of potential bias. This is not meant to imply that a financial 

relationship with an organization that sponsored the research or compensation received for 

consultancy work is inappropriate.  

 

Editorial Board Members and Editors are required to declare any competing interests and may 

be excluded from the peer review process if a competing interest exists. In addition, they should 

exclude themselves from handling manuscripts in cases where there is a competing interest. 

This may include – but is not limited to – having previously published with one or more of the 

authors, and sharing the same institution as one or more of the authors. Where an Editor or 

Editorial Board Member is on the author list they must declare this in the competing interests 

section on the submitted manuscript. If they are an author or have any other competing interest 

regarding a specific manuscript, another Editor or member of the Editorial Board will be 

assigned to assume responsibility for overseeing peer review. These submissions are subject to 

the exact same review process as any other manuscript. Editorial Board Members are welcome 

to submit papers to the journal. These submissions are not given any priority over other 

manuscripts, and Editorial Board Member status has no bearing on editorial consideration. 

 

Interests that should be considered and disclosed but are not limited to the following: 

http://www.clinicaltrials.gov/
https://www.who.int/clinical-trials-registry-platform
https://www.who.int/clinical-trials-registry-platform


 

- Funding: Research grants from funding agencies (please give the research funder and 

the grant number) and/or research support (including salaries, equipment, supplies, 

reimbursement for attending symposia, and other expenses) by organizations that may 

gain or lose financially through the publication of this manuscript.  

- Employment: Recent (while engaged in the research project), present, or anticipated 

employment by any organization that may gain or lose financially through the publication 

of this manuscript. This includes multiple affiliations (if applicable).  

- Financial interests: Stocks or shares in companies (including holdings of spouse and/or 

children) that may gain or lose financially through publication of this manuscript; 

consultation fees or other forms of remuneration from organizations that may gain or 

lose financially; patents or patent applications whose value may be affected by 

publication of this manuscript. 

- It is difficult to specify a threshold at which a financial interest becomes significant, any 

such figure is necessarily arbitrary, so one possible practical guideline is the following: 

"Any undeclared financial interest that could embarrass the author were it to become 

publicly known after the work was published." 

Non-financial interests: In addition, authors are requested to disclose interests that go beyond 

financial interests that could impart bias on the work submitted for publication such as 

professional interests, personal relationships, or personal beliefs (amongst others). Examples 

include but are not limited to position on an editorial board, advisory board or board of directors, 

or other type of management relationships; writing and/or consulting for educational purposes; 

expert witness; mentoring relations; and so forth.  

 

Primary research articles require a disclosure statement. Review articles present an expert 
synthesis of evidence and may be treated as authoritative work on a subject. Review articles, 
therefore, require a disclosure statement. Other article types such as editorials, book reviews, 
and comments (amongst others) may, dependent on their content, require a disclosure 
statement. If you are unclear whether your article type requires a disclosure statement, please 
contact the Editor-in-Chief. 

 

Please note that, in addition to the above requirements, funding information (given that funding 
is a potential competing interest (as mentioned above)) needs to be disclosed upon submission 
of the manuscript in the peer review system. This information will automatically be added to the 
Record of CrossMark, however, it is not added to the manuscript itself. Funding information 
should be included in the ‘Declarations’ section on the title page. 

 

Declaration Language 

All declarations should be included on the title page when submitting a paper. Having all 
statements in one place allows for a consistent and unified review of the information by the 
Editor-in-Chief and/or peer reviewers and may speed up the handling of the paper.  

 

Declarations include Acknowledgments, Compliance with Ethical Standards, Data Availability, 
Disclosures (including any conflicts of interest), and Funding Information. Please use the title 
page for providing the statements. 

 

Once and if the paper is accepted for publication, the production department will put the 
respective statements in a distinctly identified section clearly visible to readers.  



 

 

Please see the various examples of wording below and revise/customize the sample statements 
according to your own needs.  

 

When all authors have the same (or no) competing interests and/or funding it is sufficient to use 
one blanket statement. 

 

Examples of statements to be used when funding has been received: 

- Partial financial support was received from [...] 
- The research leading to these results received funding from […] under Grant Agreement 

No[…]. 
- This study was funded by […] 
- This work was supported by […] (Grant numbers […] and […] 

Examples of statements to be used when there is no funding: 

- The authors did not receive support from any organization for the submitted work. 
- No funding was received to assist with the preparation of this manuscript. 
- No funding was received for conducting this study. 
- No funds, grants, or other support were received. 

Examples of statements to be used when there are interests to declare: 

- Financial interests: Author A has received research support from Company A. Author B 
has received a speaker honorarium from Company W and and owns stock in Company 
X. Author C is a consultant to Company Y. 
Non-financial interests: Author C is an unpaid member of Committee Z. 

- Financial interests: The authors declare they have no financial interests. 
Non-financial interests: Author A is on the board of directors of Y and receives no 
compensation as a member of the board of directors. 

- Financial interests: Author A received a speaking fee from Y for Z. Author B receives a 
salary from association X. X where s/he is the Executive Director. 
Non-financial interests: none. 

- Financial interests: Authors A and B declare they have no financial interests. Author C 
has received speaker and consultant honoraria from Company M and Company N. Dr. C 
has received speaker honorarium and research funding from Company M and Company 
O. Author D has received travel support from Company O. 
Non-financial interests: Author D has served on advisory boards for Company M, 
Company N, and Company O. 

Examples of statements to be used when authors have nothing to declare: 

- The authors have no relevant financial or non-financial interests to disclose. 
- The authors have no competing interests to declare that are relevant to the content of 

this article. 
- All authors certify that they have no affiliations with or involvement in any organization or 

entity with any financial interest or non-financial interest in the subject matter or 
materials discussed in this manuscript. 

- The authors have no financial or proprietary interests in any material discussed in this 
article. 

Authors are responsible for the correctness of the statements provided in the manuscript. See 

also Authorship Principles. The Editor-in-Chief reserves the right to reject submissions that do 

not meet the guidelines described in this section. 

 

  



 

Double-blind Peer Review 

This journal follows a double-blind reviewing procedure. This means that the author will remain 

anonymous to the reviewers throughout the peer review. It is the responsibility of the author to 

anonymize the manuscript and any associated materials. 

- Author names, affiliations, and any other potentially identifying information should be 

removed from the manuscript text and any accompanying files (such as figures of 

supplementary material); 

- A separate Title Page should be submitted, containing the title, author names, 

affiliations, and contact information of the corresponding author. Any acknowledgments, 

disclosures, or funding information should also be included on this page under the 

heading “Statements and Declarations”; 

- Authors should avoid citing their own work in a way that could reveal their identity ie. use 

the third person not the first person when citing your own previous work.  

-  

Suggesting/Excluding Reviewers  

- Authors are welcome to suggest suitable reviewers and/or request the exclusion of 

certain individuals when they submit their manuscripts.  

- When suggesting reviewers, authors should make sure they are totally 

independent and not connected to the work in any way.  

- Please disclose if a recommended reviewer has been involved in the project in 

any way or seen a previous draft of the manuscript.  

- It is strongly recommended to suggest a mix of reviewers with different 

backgrounds.  

- When suggesting reviewers, the Corresponding Author must provide an 

institutional email address for each suggested reviewer, or, if this is not possible 

to include other means of verifying the identity such as a link to a personal 

homepage, a link to the publication record or a researcher or author ID in the 

submission letter.  

- Please note that the Journal may not use the suggestions, but suggestions are 

appreciated and may help facilitate the peer review process. 

- We also ask that authors include a list of prior co-authors and advisors who are cited in 
the manuscript or are likely to be invited due to their expertise on the manuscript subject. 
Doing so prevents the editors from inviting reviewers who may be biased toward the 
manuscript or be familiar with its contents. 

 

Editorial Process and Turnaround Time 

The editor is committed to having a rapid turnaround of manuscripts. Manuscripts that the 

editors, in consultation with members of the editorial board, determine to not fit with the mission 

of the journal, either in substance or in quality, will not be sent out for review. 

 

Editing Services 

Be sure that you correct any spelling or grammar errors and that the text complies with standard 

English usage. Here are some resources offered by Springer: Grammar Check 

 

  

https://www.aje.com/grammar-check/?utm_source=Website&utm_medium=Springer&utm_campaign=SNAS+Referrals+2022+GC&utm_id=Grammar+Check


 

Ethical Responsibilities of Authors 

This journal is committed to upholding the integrity of the scientific record. As a member of the 

Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) the journal will follow the COPE guidelines on how to 

deal with potential acts of misconduct.  

 

Authors should refrain from misrepresenting research results which could damage the trust in 

the journal, the professionalism of scientific authorship, and ultimately the entire scientific 

endeavor. Maintaining the integrity of the research and its presentation is helped by following 

the rules of good scientific practice, which include*: 

- The manuscript should not be submitted to more than one journal for simultaneous 

consideration.  

- The submitted work should be original and should not have been published elsewhere in 

any form or language (partially or in full), unless the new work concerns an expansion of 

previous work. (Please provide transparency on the re-use of material to avoid concerns 

about text-recycling (‘self-plagiarism’). 

- Concurrent or secondary publication is sometimes justifiable, provided certain conditions 

are met. Examples include translations or a manuscript that is intended for a different 

group of readers.  

- Results should be presented clearly, honestly, and without fabrication, falsification, or 

inappropriate data manipulation (including image-based manipulation). Authors should 

adhere to discipline-specific rules for acquiring, selecting, and processing data. 

- No data, text, or theories by others are presented as if they were the author’s own 

(‘plagiarism’). Proper acknowledgments to other works must be given (this includes 

material that is closely copied (near verbatim), summarized, and/or paraphrased), 

quotation marks (to indicate words taken from another source) are used for verbatim 

copying of material, and permissions secured for material that is copyrighted. The 

journal may use software to screen for plagiarism.  

- Authors should make sure they have permission for the use of software, 

questionnaires/(web) surveys, and scales in their studies (if appropriate). 

- Research articles and non-research articles (e.g. Opinion, Review, and Commentary 

articles) must cite appropriate and relevant literature in support of the claims made. 

Excessive and inappropriate self-citation or coordinated efforts among several authors to 

collectively self-cite is strongly discouraged.  

- Authors should avoid untrue statements about an entity (who can be an individual 

person or a company) or descriptions of their behavior or actions that could potentially 

be seen as personal attacks or allegations about that person.  

- Research that may be misapplied to pose a threat to public health or national security 

should be clearly identified in the manuscript (e.g. dual use of research). Examples 

include the creation of harmful consequences of biological agents or toxins, disruption of 

immunity of vaccines, unusual hazards in the use of chemicals, and weaponization of 

research/technology (amongst others). 

https://publicationethics.org/about/our-organisation
https://publicationethics.org/about/our-organisation


 

- Authors are strongly advised to ensure the author group, the Corresponding Author, and 

the order of authors are all correct at submission. Adding and/or deleting authors during 

the revision stages is generally not permitted, but in some cases may be warranted. 

Reasons for changes in authorship should be explained in detail. Please note that 

changes to authorship cannot be made after acceptance of a manuscript. 

*All of the above are guidelines and authors need to make sure to respect third parties’ rights 

such as copyright and/or moral rights. 

 

Upon request, authors should be prepared to send relevant documentation or data in order to 

verify the validity of the results presented. This could be in the form of raw data, samples, 

records, etc. Sensitive information in the form of confidential or proprietary data is excluded. 

 

If there is suspicion of misbehavior or alleged fraud the Journal and/or Publisher will carry out 

an investigation following COPE guidelines. If, after investigation, there are valid concerns, the 

author(s) concerned will be contacted under their given e-mail address and given an opportunity 

to address the issue. Depending on the situation, this may result in the Journal’s and/or 

Publisher’s implementation of the following measures, including, but not limited to:  

- If the manuscript is still under consideration, it may be rejected and returned to the 

author.  

- If the article has already been published online, depending on the nature and severity of 

the infraction:  

- an erratum/correction may be placed with the article 

- an expression of concern may be placed with the article 

- or in severe cases, retraction of the article may occur. 

The reason will be given in the published erratum/correction, expression of concern, or 

retraction note. Please note that retraction means that the article is maintained on the platform, 

watermarked “retracted” and the explanation for the retraction is provided in a note linked to the 

watermarked article. 

- The author’s institution may be informed. 
- A notice of suspected transgression of ethical standards in the peer review system may 

be included as part of the author’s and article’s bibliographic record. 

 

Ethics Approval 

Retrospective ethics approval: If a study has not been granted ethics committee approval prior 
to commencing, retrospective ethics approval should be sought through the author’s institution 
(an Institutional Review Board or other committee that reviews research with human subjects). If 
such retrospective approval cannot be obtained, it may not be possible to consider the 
manuscript for peer review. The decision on whether to proceed to peer review in such cases is 
at the Editor's discretion. 

 

Ethics approval for retrospective studies: Although retrospective studies are conducted on 
already available data or biological material (for which formal consent may not be needed or is 
difficult to obtain) ethics approval may be required dependent on the law and the national ethical 
guidelines of a country. Authors should check with their institution to make sure they are 
complying with the specific requirements of their country. 

https://publicationethics.org/about/our-organisation


 

 

Ethics approval for case studies: Case reports require ethics approval. Most institutions will 
have specific policies on this subject. Authors should check with their institution to make sure 
they are complying with the specific requirements of their institution and seek ethics approval 
where needed. Authors should be aware to secure informed consent from the individual (or 
parent or guardian if the participant is a minor or incapable) See also section on Informed 
Consent. 

 

Fundamental errors 

Authors have an obligation to correct mistakes once they discover a significant error or 

inaccuracy in their published article. The author(s) is/are requested to contact the journal and 

explain in what sense the error is impacting the article. A decision on how to correct the 

literature will depend on the nature of the error. This may be a correction or retraction. The 

retraction note should provide transparency on which parts of the article are impacted by the 

error. 

 

Keywords 

Please provide 4 to 6 keywords that can be used for indexing purposes.  

 

Permissions 

Authors wishing to include figures, tables, or text passages that have already been published 

elsewhere are required to obtain permission from the copyright owner(s) for both the print and 

online format and to include evidence that such permission has been granted when submitting 

their papers. Any material received without such evidence will be assumed to originate from the 

authors. 

 

Proofreading 

The purpose of the proof is to check for typesetting or conversion errors and the completeness 

and accuracy of the text, tables, and figures. Substantial changes in content, e.g., new results, 

corrected values, title and authorship, are not allowed without the approval of the Editor. After 

online publication, further changes can only be made in the form of an Erratum, which will be 

hyperlinked to the article. 

 

Scientific Style 

Please use the standard mathematical notation for formulae, symbols etc.: 

- Italic for single letters that denote mathematical constants, variables, and unknown 

quantities 

- Roman/upright for numerals, operators, and punctuation, and commonly defined 

functions or abbreviations, e.g., cos, det, e or exp, lim, log, max, min, sin, tan, d (for 

derivative) 

- Bold for vectors, tensors, and matrices. 

 

Standards of Reporting 

Springer Nature advocates complete and transparent reporting of biomedical and biological 
research and research with biological applications. Authors are recommended to adhere to the 



 

minimum reporting guidelines hosted by the EQUATOR Network when preparing their 
manuscripts. 

 

Exact requirements may vary depending on the journal; please refer to the journal’s Instructions 
for Authors. 

 

Checklists are available for a number of study designs, including: 

- Randomized trials (CONSORT) and Study protocols  (SPIRIT) 
- Observational studies (STROBE) 
- Systematic reviews and meta-analyses (PRISMA) and protocols (Prisma-P) 
- Diagnostic/prognostic studies (STARD) and (TRIPOD) 
- Case reports  (CARE) 
- Clinical practice guidelines (AGREE) and (RIGHT) 
- Qualitative research (SRQR) and (COREQ) 
- Animal pre-clinical studies (ARRIVE) 
- Quality improvement studies (SQUIRE) 
- Economic evaluations (CHEERS) 

 

Political Behavior Guidelines Upon Acceptance 

 

Data Availability and Replication Policy 

Authors of accepted manuscripts will be required to deposit all of the data and script files 

needed to replicate the published results in a trusted data repository such as ICPSR or 

Dataverse. Upon acceptance, the link to replication materials should be in the “Data Availability” 

section of the declarations on the title page. Manuscripts will not be published, even online, until 

those data are made available.  

 

Online First 

The article will be published online after receipt of the corrected proofs. This is the official first 
publication citable with the DOI. After the release of the printed version, the paper can also be 
cited by issue and page numbers. 

 

Open Choice 

Open Choice allows you to publish open access in more than 1850 Springer Nature journals, 
making your research more visible and accessible immediately on publication. 

 

Article processing charges (APCs) vary by journal – view the full list 

 

Benefits: 

- Increased researcher engagement: Open Choice enables access by anyone with an 
internet connection, immediately on publication. 

- Higher visibility and impact: In Springer hybrid journals, OA articles are accessed 4 times 
more often on average, and cited 1.7 more times on average*. 

- Easy compliance with funder and institutional mandates: Many funders require open-
access publishing, and some take compliance into account when assessing future grant 
applications. 

http://www.equator-network.org/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/consort/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/spirit-2013-statement-defining-standard-protocol-items-for-clinical-trials/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/strobe/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/prisma/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/prisma-protocols/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/stard/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/tripod-statement/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/care/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/the-agree-reporting-checklist-a-tool-to-improve-reporting-of-clinical-practice-guidelines/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/right-statement/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/srqr/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/coreq/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/improving-bioscience-research-reporting-the-arrive-guidelines-for-reporting-animal-research/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/squire/
http://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/cheers/
https://www.springer.com/journal/11109/submission-guidelines#contents
https://www.springer.com/journal/11109/submission-guidelines#contents
https://www.springernature.com/de/open-research/journals-books/journals


 

 

It is easy to find funding to support open access – please see our funding and support pages for 
more information. 

 

*) Within the first three years of publication. Springer Nature hybrid journal OA impact analysis, 
2018. 

Open Choice 

Funding and Support pages 

 

Copyright and license term – CC BY 

Open Choice articles do not require the transfer of copyright as the copyright remains with the 
author. In opting for open access, the author(s) agree to publish the article under the Creative 
Commons Attribution License. 

Find more about the license agreement 

 

Open-access publishing 

To find out more about publishing your work Open Access in Political Behavior, including 
information on fees, funding, and licenses, visit our Open Access publishing page.  

 

Social Media 

Tag us in your posts and we are happy to help share your work. We may also share published 

work on our accounts and encourage you to share our posts.  
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