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Infrastructure?



What is being enacted?
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https://vimeo.com/238528828
Video clip
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Researcher-centric data model
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ACUMEN Portfolio

Career%Narrative 
Links%expertise,%output,%and%influence%together%in%an%
evidence9based%argument;%included%content%is%negotiated%
with%evaluator%and%tailored%to%the%particular%evaluation

Output%
!
9%publications%
9%public%media%
9%teaching%
9%web/social%media%
9%data%sets%
9%software/tools%
9%infrastructure%
9%grant%proposals

Expertise%
 

9%scientific/scholarly%
9%technological%
9%communication%
9%organizational%
9%knowledge%transfer%
9%educational

Influence 
 
9%on%science%
!
9%on%society%
!
9%on%economy%
!
9%on%teaching

Evaluation%Guidelines% 
9 aimed%at%both%researchers%and%evaluators%

9 development%of%evidence%based%arguments%
(what%counts%as%evidence?)%

9 expanded%list%of%research%output%

9 establishing%provenance%

9 taxonomy%of%indicators:%bibliometric,%
webometric,%altmetric%

9 guidance%on%use%of%indicators%

9 contextual%considerations,%such%as:%stage%of%
career,%discipline,%and%country%of%residence
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Researcher-centric data model
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PID as interface: 
Researcher-centric network

Publications

Dataset

Software



17



18



19

ORCID-NL, pilot to consortium
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ORCID-NL, pilot (2014-2015)

10 out of 14 Research Universities participated in pilot consortium

Many/most were also implementing new CRIS systems 

Group of 25 universities of applied science in discussion (still)

New consortium: 8 research universities 

CRIS integration sub-optimal

CRIS vendors not so responsive

Integration issues remain



21

ORCID-NL, pilot (2014-2015)

Lessons Learned: 

Data security and privacy issues are significant; differences between US and EU

Diversity of relevant Stakeholders related author IDs

Some friction with CRIS suppliers regarding ORCID integration 

ISNI/ORCID interface is promising, but requires increased interaction between organizations 

Authority for author IDs (and RI generally) is ambiguous and varies across institutions

Business case for ORCID is based on future benefits, while stakeholders need near-term solutions 

As ORCID popularity increases (internationally), some competition from CRIS supplier

There are opportunities to leverage existing SURF tech/services (e.g. SURFconext) with ORCID



ORCID-NL consortium (2016-present)

8 consortium members

Working group format

Thematic meetings

1st: Monitoring ORCID use/adoption

2nd: strategies for substantial expansion of registered ORCIDs

3rd: approaches to lobby large funders and publishers to adopt ORCID,

4th: Functional wishes: e.g. authentication, CRIS-content in ORCID, linking pubs in ORCID.

Spin-off project: ID-resolver (linking author IDs)

Proof of concept --> develop business case

Privacy by design --> pilot with real data
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Integration issues, ORCID-NL pilot

• Identifying external (NL) co-authors
• Institutions without CRIS systems
• Multiple researcher IDs
• Vendor lock-in
• Evolving data privacy landscape

èIs there a there, there?
• What research information reality are we aiming for?
• What are the steps to getting there?

724 January 2018    |    PIDapalooza 2018
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NL Centralized ID-Resolver: phase 1, co-author disambiguation: API interface (pilot underway)

• NL UNI-x is authoritative for affiliated authors

• Participants can identify external authors only if co-authors

• External co-authors identified by authorities info 

• Linked author IDs retained by ID resolver   

design/concept
- Herman von Dompseler, SURFnet
- Nick Veenstra, Eindhoven University of Technology
- Clifford Tatum, SURFmarket

24 January 2018    |    PIDapalooza 2018
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Towards a national research Information strategy

Centralized ID-Resolver 

• phase 1, the co-author problem: API interface (pilot underway)
• phase 2, non-CRIS institutions: Web interface
• Phase 3, non-CRIS institutions: federated authentication 

Future possibilities
• collect/link object and ORG IDs
• Integrate with national repository (NARCIS)
• Monitor Open Access
• Monitor output from funded research

1024 January 2018    |    PIDapalooza 2018
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Principles and pragmatics of as open as possible:
persistent identifiers as the interface between research 

information commons and closed systems

Clifford Tatum, SURF    
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2212-3197

Josh Brown, ORCID    
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8689-4935

CRIS2018 - Umeå, Sweden   |  14-16 June 2018
URI: http://hdl.handle.net/11366/658 

@tatumcc @joshbrown_orcid
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PID as interface: 
Researcher-centric network

Publications

Dataset

Software
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PID as interface: 
Closed dataset, open PID

DOI-Dataset

(closed)
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PID as interface: 
Closed dataset, open PID
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Example-1: Peer review citation - closed
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Example-1: Peer review citation - open
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ID Campaign



33

PID Approach to RI infrastructure



SURF PID project (proposed)
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Service delivery
Durable nationwide ORCID solution for the Netherlands (WO + HBO)
NL PID stakeholder strategic relationship management: UKB, NWO, VSNU, KNAW, HKI 
NL PID strategy coordination (venue/format TBD, but probably something like a WG)

Services development (ideas)
ID resolver (author ID linking database)—in progress
Forthcoming ORG ID (pilot with RI exchange workflows)
Linking funder information to projects (ORCIDà exchange key)
Openness Profile (linked to ORCID record)—Knowledge Exchange initiative

Knowledge exchange (international)
ID campaign (ORCID, SURF, Jisc, ARDC)
ORCID consortia forum
International PID/RI community 

Persistent Identifiers: Fundamental building blocks for FAIR research

http://www.knowledge-exchange.info/projects/project/open-scholarship
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