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ABSTRACT

Open access has emerged as an alternative to overcome the crisis brought by scholarly communication on
commercial publishers. The purpose of this study is to suggest the intellectual structure that reflects the newest
research trend in the field of open access, to identify how the subject area is structured by using co—word
analysis, and compare and analyze with the existing study. In order to do this, the total number of dataset
was 761 papers collected from Web of Science during the period from January 2012 to November 2018 using
information science and 2,321 keywords as a noun phase are extracted from titles and abstracts. To analyze
the intellectual structure of open access, 13 topic clusters are extracted by network analysis and the keywords
with higher centrallity are drawn by visualizing the intellectual relationship. In addition, after clustering analysis,
the relationship was analyzed by plotting the result on the multidimensional scaling map. As a result, it is expected
that our research helps the research direction of open access for the future.
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