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ABSTRACT
Equity in scientific publishing requires removing financial barriers, structural transformation, and inclusive practices that em-
power researchers from historically marginalized regions. Here, we reflect on recent Wiley's initiatives supporting Brazilian re-
searchers to integrate into the international publishing ecosystem, including discounted rates for open-access article processing 
charges, the Wiley-CAPES transformative agreement, and in-country capacity-building events. While some challenges persist, 
such as linguistic barriers and funding access, we underscore the importance of meaningful local engagement and the coordi-
nated actions among publishers and funding agencies that are supporting a more equitable publishing ecosystem.

1   |   Introduction

Ecological and conservation challenges are inherently global. 
The drivers and ecological consequences of climate change, 
biodiversity loss, biological invasions, and other pressing issues 

transcend national borders; and so must their solutions (Allen 
et  al.  2024; Dukes and Mooney  1999; Svenning et  al.  2024). 
Ecological research and practice must be international in 
scope and in participation if aiming to effectively develop 
conservation strategies and understand ecosystem dynamics 

This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits use, distribution and reproduction in any medium, 
provided the original work is properly cited.

© 2025 The Author(s). Ecology and Evolution published by British Ecological Society and John Wiley & Sons Ltd.

https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.71964
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.71964
mailto:
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5678-0403
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1130-0063
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9374-8661
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0807-6937
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-9878-6125
mailto:bruno.soares@uregina.ca
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1002%2Fece3.71964&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2025-09-01


2 of 7 Ecology and Evolution, 2025

(Milner-Gulland 2021). This goal has been advancing through 
global agreements and assessments (Betts et  al.  2020; Hughes 
and Grumbine 2023), large-scale efforts for organizing and syn-
thesizing information (Dornelas et al. 2025; Scholes et al. 2012), 
and international cooperation (Borer et  al.  2025; Loescher 
et al. 2022).

However, deep disparities persist in who publishes, leads global 
research, and receives recognition from the international 
community (Miller et  al.  2023; Nakamura et  al.  2023; Nuñez 
et al. 2019; Smit et al. 2025). Despite knowledge gaps in biodi-
versity science (e.g., Carvalho et al. 2023; Nakamura et al. 2025; 
Vergara-Asenjo et  al.  2023), Latin American (LA) researchers 
strongly contribute to biodiversity research. An example is the 
substantial contribution of primary data from LA included in 
global databases and/or meta-analyses (e.g., Dornelas et al. 2025; 
Ferreira et al. 2024; Lima et al. 2025; Poisot et al. 2021). LA re-
searchers face systemic barriers to gain visibility and recognition 
in global publishing venues, such as peer-reviewing biases (Fox 
et al. 2023), language barriers (Amano et al. 2023), and finan-
cial barriers (Smith et al. 2021; Turba et al. 2025) emerging from 
historical and political factors. For example, intellectual produc-
tion in Latin America faced numerous barriers during periods 
of authoritarianism, and it remains affected by the fragility of 
democracy in some countries (Beigel 2014). These factors have 
reinforced LA's dependence on international publishing circuits 
that are often misaligned with local research priorities and epis-
temologies. Addressing such inequities is not only the ethical 
pathway to dismantle the barriers imposed by colonial histories 
(Soares et al. 2023) but is also necessary to strengthen the ac-
tions underpinning global conservation (Amano et al. 2021).

In this editorial, we highlight some recent initiatives of Wiley—
the publisher of Ecology & Evolution (E&E)—to support Latin 
American researchers. These include a pricing parity for open-
access article processing charges, a transformative agreement 
with Brazil's Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de 
Nível Superior (CAPES), and a series of in-country workshops 
connecting editors and researchers organized by editors of E&E, 
Journal of Biogeography, and other Wiley titles. These actions 
underscore the academic landscape's progress in addressing 
global research inequities and the importance of aligning policy 
with local practice to achieve this goal. Furthermore, this edito-
rial amplifies the voices of several participants from the above-
mentioned workshops, representing diverse career levels and 
regions of Brazil, in conjunction with the voice of a Brazilian 
researcher working abroad and current leaders in academic 
publishing from the Global North. Altogether, our perceptions 
underscore the progress that global science has recently made 
toward equitable publishing, the pressing need for structural re-
form in international and national institutions, and the impor-
tance of meaningful engagement from Global North publishers 
operating in the Global South.

2   |   Policy and Partnership Toward Equity

Promoting equity in scientific publishing requires action at 
multiple levels, from publishers to funding agencies (Arenas-
Castro et al. 2024; Chankseliani 2023). Recently, Wiley has in-
troduced two concrete mechanisms to make publishing openly 

more attainable for researchers in LA: (i) a pricing parity model 
that offers discounted open-access fees considering the gross do-
mestic product of countries; and (ii) a transformative agreement 
with CAPES, a federal Brazilian agency under Brazil's Ministry 
of Education that supports higher education, covering the open-
access charges for articles published in hybrid journals. The 
pricing parity policy, currently implemented as a 1-year pilot 
program, offers a discounted rate for publishing in Wiley's gold 
open-access journals to authors from LA countries. Brazil, for 
example, benefits from a 55% reduction in open-access fees. 
Several workshop participants recognized this effort as a mean-
ingful step toward reducing inequalities in accessing open pub-
lishing. As one of us noted, “These actions are quite effective. 
I believe open publishing can become more accessible through 
policies such as this.”

At the same time, pricing parity must be accompanied by stron-
ger institutional support from Brazilian funding agencies to 
have a lasting impact. The recent transformative agreement 
between Wiley and CAPES is a step in that direction. This 
agreement ensures that articles accepted in Wiley's hybrid 
journals by authors affiliated with Brazil are published under 
an open-access license without fees, thereby removing a major 
financial barrier for Brazilian researchers. In 2024, Brazilian 
researchers published 55 open-access articles in Wiley's hybrid 
journals. As of June 2025, under the terms of this agreement, 
563 articles by Brazilian researchers had already been openly 
published in the same journals. Such an agreement is crucial for 
reducing inequalities driven by regional disparities in access to 
research and education funds in Brazil (Guimarães et al. 2020; 
Yamamoto  2000). To put this into perspective, from 2016 to 
2022, the Southeast region of Brazil—which includes states such 
as São Paulo and Rio de Janeiro—received approximately 40% 
(about US$360,000) of all biodiversity research funding in the 
country (Stegmann et  al.  2024). In contrast, the North region 
of Brazil, home to the Amazon rainforest, received only about 
10% of that funding (~US$87,000) during the same period. 
Given these disparities, transformative agreements, such as the 
Wiley-CAPES partnership, can play a crucial role in promoting 
open-access publishing for researchers in poorly funded regions. 
Nevertheless, several participants emphasized that greater sup-
port from host institutions and funding agencies remains nec-
essary, particularly to enable publishing in fully open-access 
(gold) journals not covered by the transformative agreement.

The growing number of policies, such as transformative agree-
ments, institutional publishing contracts, and APC discounts 
or waivers, is reshaping the publishing landscape and making 
it more inclusive. These policies facilitate access to the global 
publishing landscape for Brazilian researchers, demonstrating 
how multilateral, coordinated action can reshape global access 
to science while providing mutual benefits to all parties involved 
through increased visibility and more equitable knowledge ex-
change (Borrego et  al.  2021; Collyer  2018). The CAPES-Wiley 
transformative agreement (TA) is just one of these recent poli-
cies, and similar agreements can be found between publishers 
and institutions worldwide. In January 2025, ESAC (https://​esac-​
initi​ative.​org), which maintains a public record of TAs signed 
by publishers and diverse stakeholders, recorded over 1 000 
agreements in more than 70 countries and more than 300 000 
articles published in 2024. These agreements vary in structure 
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and scope; some offer limited discounts or waivers, while others 
provide unlimited open-access publishing (Borrego et al. 2021). 
The long-term impacts of such policies have yet to be assessed, 
and it remains critical to ensure that these mechanisms are de-
signed to promote a more equitable distribution of resources and 
responsibilities across the global research community.

3   |   Equity Goes Beyond Access

While agreements addressing accessibility are essential to ad-
vance equity in publishing, they must be complemented by 
meaningful, on-the-ground engagement, because barriers to 
publishing are not only financial. Participants highlighted 
challenges such as the lack of institutional guidance, language 
barriers, and unfamiliarity with publishing systems and norms 
established elsewhere. Many of us would even describe the 
process as intimidating, especially for early-career researchers 
or those disconnected from highly internationalized urban in-
stitutions. Therefore, tackling such challenges should include 
addressing the cultural and linguistic barriers imposed by the 
international publishing ecosystem; for example, the expected 
structure for submitted articles and the dominant norms about 
what is considered proper academic writing. For many early-
career researchers, especially those trained outside Anglophone 
institutions from which such norms are emerging, navigating 
these rules in a second language poses additional struggles and 
anxiety (Amano et al. 2023). Some journals are responding to 
such barriers by changing procedural norms, such as allowing 
free formatting at the initial submission stage, which might di-
minish the cognitive and emotional burden of engaging with an 
unfamiliar system.

Language emerges as a central barrier to inclusion in the inter-
national publishing ecosystem. English is considered the lingua 
franca in international scientific publishing, thereby increasing 
the cognitive and financial burden for authors whose English is 
a Second Language (ESL) and acting as a form of gatekeeping, 
that is, filtering who gains access to the publishing ecosystem 
(Barzilai-Nahon 2009; Habibie and Hultgren 2022). Participants 
mentioned that previous harsh interactions with reviewers re-
garding their English led to delays in submission or having to 
spend scarce resources on costly editing services.

Tackling this barrier demands both support mechanisms and 
a shift in editorial attitudes toward embracing linguistic diver-
sity. Efforts to break language barriers have been adopted by 
some journals, such as the option to include second language 
abstracts or even full-texts to enhance accessibility in the region 
where the study was carried out. Take the special issue “Ecology 
in South America: Present state and future prospects” as an 
example (Zenni et  al.  2024), in which articles were published 
in Portuguese (Brazil-Sousa et al. 2024; Cerqueira et al. 2024; 
Hidasi-Neto et  al.  2024; Ligo et  al.  2024) or Spanish (Alvarez 
Dalinger et  al.  2024; López-Bedoya et  al.  2024; Sotomayor 
et  al.  2024; Spirito et  al.  2024) in addition to the English ver-
sion. Recent advances in Artificial Intelligence (AI) can also 
serve as valuable tools in supporting ESL authors; for example, 
the use of AI for automatically translating oral presentations in 
conferences from speakers' first languages (Fair et al. 2024). A 
suggestion would be for publishers to implement systems that 

automatically support authors in academic writing when sub-
mitting to the journal.

At the same time, publishers should critically assess how their 
editorial systems and filters are reinforcing colonial epistemol-
ogies and ways of doing science (Asase et al. 2022; De Vos and 
Schwartz 2022), as well as promoting further marginalization of 
Indigenous, traditional, and other non-Western forms of knowl-
edge (Santos 2015). Actions such as reserving a portion of the 
funding from grant calls or setting explicit goals for increasing 
the participation of Global South researchers as authors, review-
ers, and editors would promote higher inclusivity in the pub-
lishing ecosystem. For example, the British Ecological Society 
reserves 51% of the funding in its biannual calls for researchers 
from the Global South. Another example is a dedicated section 
in Ecology & Evolution for Indigenous knowledge (McKinnon 
and Muth  2024), establishing editorial infrastructure to ac-
commodate diverse forms of knowledge and facilitating access 
to a more interdisciplinary ecology (Meng et  al.  2025; Obrist 
et al. 2024). These actions not only promote inclusion but also 
epistemological justice, recognizing the importance of histori-
cally silenced forms of knowledge for the advancement of global 
science.

A common approach to breaking these divides has been through 
internationalization efforts and increased push for collabora-
tions between institutions in the Global North and Global South 
(Paiva and Brito 2019; Soares et al. 2025). North–South cooper-
ation is often seen as a pathway to build capacity for ecological 
research and practice in less economically favored countries 
(Blicharska et al. 2021). However, we argue that true equity de-
mands that such cooperation be guided by Global South leader-
ship—not as passive recipients of an inclusion dictated by the 
Global North, but as the ones shaping the inclusion of the Global 
North in our (all authors but KG and AM) research and conser-
vation actions (Ocampo-Ariza et al. 2023; Soares et al. 2023). It 
is also necessary to redesign how funding is distributed within 
collaborative projects with Global South partners, who are often 
left with minimal resources and no agency in managing funds, 
thus allowing the Global North to maintain the power to make 
decisions. Without such changes, even well-meaning initiatives 
risk reproducing postcolonial dynamics in which the norms—
such as what counts as “equity” or “capacity-building”—are 
still externally defined. A decolonial approach to collabora-
tion, by contrast, fosters long-lasting and trust-based relation-
ships centering co-development and local knowledge (Toomey 
et al. 2019). Therefore, while policy changes and editorial reform 
are essential, they should be matched by on-the-ground rela-
tional efforts.

4   |   Equity Is Built on Meaningful Relationships

In the spirit of tackling the above-mentioned barriers to inter-
national publishing ecosystems, a Brazilian researcher based 
abroad (BES) partnered with Brazil-based researchers and a 
publishing Global North company (Wiley) to carry out capacity-
building efforts. We conducted a series of in-person workshops, 
entirely funded by Wiley, in March 2025 at four Brazilian 
universities: Universidade de São Paulo (USP), Universidade 
Federal do Rio de Janeiro (UFRJ), Universidade Federal do 
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Ceará (UFC), and Universidade Federal do Pará (UFPA). These 
workshops brought together over 300 participants, including 
journal editors, publishing professionals, and researchers from 
different career stages (> 90% early-career researchers) to share 
experiences and demystify the publishing process through open 
dialog. As one participant said, “The most important part for me 
was having a first direct contact with those on the other side of 
the publishing process.”

Sessions covered practical aspects of the publishing process, 
such as understanding open-access models, navigating journal 
scopes, preparing strong submissions, responding effectively to 
peer review, and interpreting publishing agreements. Sessions 
also explored broader topics such as research visibility, ethical 
authorship, and how to frame contributions for international 
readerships. In addition, the workshops were intentionally 
structured to create space for open dialog and mutual learning, 
and participants were encouraged to raise specific concerns and 
discuss their perceptions on barriers they face when publishing. 
Informal conversations, Q&A sessions, and group reflections al-
lowed participants to share personal experiences with publish-
ing, including frustrations and strategies. Several noted that this 
was their first direct contact with a journal editor or publishing 
professional, and that this encounter helped to demystify the 
image of international editors and emphasized their potential as 
allies. “I felt safe to ask questions I've been carrying for years,” 
said one early-career researcher. “It was the first time I saw ed-
itors as people willing to help, not gatekeepers.” The relational 
dimension of these workshops was particularly powerful: by 
(mostly) speaking in Portuguese, in their familiar places, par-
ticipants seemed more empowered to voice their questions and 
concerns, and to see themselves as part of the global scientific 
community.

Our efforts were guided by the belief that equity is not achieved 
through financial policy alone, but through the everyday work 
of building meaningful relationships. Researchers need more 
than access to read and publish article; they need mentors, advo-
cates, and opportunities to lead. That leadership must be rooted 
in local contexts, shaped by those who understand the realities 
of their communities and institutions, and capable of building 
bridges across global, national, and local systems. The work-
shops were an attempt to model this kind of engagement: region-
ally grounded, dialogic, and mutually accountable. Building on 
their success, we are exploring ways to expand this approach 
to remote and hybrid formats, allowing broader participation 
while retaining the relational foundation that made these first 
attempts so impactful.

5   |   Conclusion

While we celebrate the progress represented by these recent 
initiatives—from pricing parity to transformative agreements 
and capacity-building initiatives—true equity in publish-
ing still demands deep structural transformation to ensure 
representation from different racial and ethnic groups, geo-
graphic regions, and career stages. Global South research-
ers must be empowered to lead not only as authors but also 
as reviewers, editors, and decision-makers who can also 
shape the international publishing ecosystem. This includes 

reassessing exclusionary or biased practices, diversifying edi-
torial boards, and strengthening long-term capacity-building 
(Espin et  al.  2017; Naidu et  al.  2024; Pettorelli et  al.  2021; 
Primack et al. 2019). In parallel, strengthening South–South 
partnerships is essential to ensure that collaboration is not 
only driven by Global North institutions, but also rooted in 
shared experience, regional leadership, and solidarity across 
the Global South.

We hope these recent advances are not met with resistance or 
reversed in the face of shifting political priorities, but instead 
serve as starting points for a deeper—and sometimes uncom-
fortable—conversation about what it means to internationalize 
science in a way that is aligned with global justice. We invite 
readers to join this conversation, offer feedback, and explore 
ways to support, replicate, or expand these efforts across other 
regions and institutions. We should also learn from regions fac-
ing similar challenges in their academic landscape—particu-
larly across the Global South, including Latin America, where 
researchers often face shared socioeconomic and environmental 
struggles. Equity in publishing requires more than access: it re-
quires reimagining leadership, accountability, recognition, and 
the systems that define whose voices are heard.
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