Editors as Allies: Reimagining
Global Health Journals

Catherine Kyobutungi and Julia Robinson
10 June 2025



Reflexivity
statement



Introducing PLOS Global Public Health



Why do we need a new
global health journal?






Feedback from communities...

I am absolutely thrilled to see PLOS
Global Public Health come into
existence! This journal coming to
fruition is another testament to [Prof
Pai’s] and the other editors-in-chief
putting into action one of the steps
they've been saying needed to
happen to decolonize global health
and ensure equity.

| am also strongly in favor of PLOS' scope and
publishing principles as it is the necessary
response to the traditional flawed system of
publication in the peer-reviewed journal sector.

| am excited about the new offering
from PLOS, especially as Jenna

Davis will be one of the Editors in
Chief. Too often this area of work
tries to fit in to other journals to

focus is required to explore

indigenous knowledge, and find starting up soon

(GIobal south today is a crossroad.\ ensure a high profile and wide

It is changing rapidly: both audience. I particularly like the
epidemiologically as well as format of specialist PLOS journals
demographically. More research and the ethos behind PLOS so it is

great to hear that this journal is

\solutions that are cost-effective.

/ o
I am aware of the challenges that researchers in LMICs face
and the kind of guidance they would benefit from -
particularly from reputed journals such as the PLOS family of

| am an advocate of strong
research coming from LMIC
by LMIC researchers. |
support the high standards
of PLOS journals and their
mission to make science
openly available.

journals. I am also aware of the imbalance in power that

exists between researchers in LMICs and those working as

gatekeepers of knowledge in high-income countries

(primarily journal editorial boards). | see PLOS Global Public

Health as an excellent opportunity to do whatever little | can
Qw order to change this landscape.







How are we building PLOS GPH?

Intentionally diverse and representative at all levels - including
editors, peer reviewers, authors and readers

Break down silos between different subject areas and drive inter-
and multidisciplinary research (including geography and institution)

Focus on ethical and methodological rigor, and the importance of
the research question, not the perceived impact of the results

Open Science embedded in the journal's ways of working and
identity

Moving beyond Open Access with new business models to make the
journals accessible and affordable for all



Scope: 21 Sections, 43 Section Editors

Global Health Ethics

Global Mental Health

Injuries, Trauma, & Global Surgery
Global Health Security
Diagnostics & Laboratory Medicine
Maternal, Newborn & Child Health
Sexual & Reproductive Rights and
Health

Planetary & Environmental Health
Social, Behavioral, and Qualitative
Research

Global health governance
Evidence-based Public Health

Indigenous Health
Non-communicable Diseases
Infectious Diseases
Global Health Delivery
Emergencies and
Humanitarianism
Nutrition

Racism and Health
Nursing and Midwifery
Policy and Finance
Gender and Health



Publication Criteria

Novelty is not Methods Data must be Research
a publication must be available and must be
criteria. reported follow our original &
Research
o completely Open must adhere
. and research Science to strict
contribute to 5T
e bt of must be policies. methods &
scientific reproducible. ethics
knowledge. criteria.

https://journals.plos.org/globalpublichealth/s/criteria-for-publication



How's it going?

More than 3,300
publications
Submissions from 160
countries

Publications from 113
countries

626 Editorial Board
members from 81
countries

Indexed in many places,
including PubMed and
Scopus



Diverse Editorial Board

Study of 43 journals found PLOS GPH to have the highest diversity
index (along with 'Global Mental Health’) —-PLOS Global Public Health

scored the maximum geographic diversity score

Source: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s41649-023-00243-8



Our blog, Speaking of Medicine and Health



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

2. Tackle the paywall
problem for low- and
middle-income
countries and ensure
open access to all
research



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

3. Address the article processing charge (APC) barrier for low- and
middle-income countries (and others!)



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

4. Check who we are platforming and commit to genuine diversity
of authors



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

5. Intentionally seek out and commission articles from Black, Indigenous, and People
of color (BIPOC) experts, especially people from the Global South, Indigenous
scholars, and individuals/activists with lived experience



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

6. Explicitly discourage
parachute research
-Take a stand

-Inform

-Check

-Enforce

7. Support authorship
models that are more
inclusive, equitable, and
self-reflexive



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

8. Address barriers to access related to language
and publication criteria



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

9. Shift power to regional/country
colleagues; support Global South
journals, conferences, and
initiatives

-Opportunities beyond the editorial
work

-Visibility



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

10. Publish brave content that
challenges status quo in global
health!



10 things editors & journals can do to be better allies

Systems and structures -- > including policies
Intentionality about diversity and inclusion

Measure success — not just of the journal but the equity in the
process

See the bigger picture on the community the Journal belongs to



Thank you!

« Thank you for having us
here!

j[robinson@plos.org

« Follow us on Bluesky—
Submit your research!


mailto:jrobinson@plos.org

