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Abstract Open peer review (OPR) of academic journals has a
rich connotation and varies in terms of review process. We explored
multi-layer modularization concept for OPR decomposition and
combination, thereby providing a theoretical basis for academic
journals in seeking for a reasonable OPR process. The OPR process
was first deconstructed into three layers via the modularization
method, and then combined. Finally, a case study was conducted
to analyze the diversified OPR processes implemented by publishers
and academic journals. This modularization engendered seven
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