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A truly globalsurvey

United Kingdom 39 (10%)

3c8<;lu?‘tt1rir\;zy respondents from 44 T EpE— 39 (10%)
Peru 39 (10%)

Fairly representative samples from Italy 28 (7%)
some countries Australia 24 (6%)
Less representative samples from e 4 (4%)
other countries, communities, or Netherlands 0 (3%)
stakeholder groups Portugal 7 (2%)
Poland 6 (2%)

Spain 6 (2%)

Belgium 5 (2%)

Ireland 5 (2%)
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Selected highlights

- System support
- Incentives & Uses
- Interoperability

- Persistent Identifiers & Standards
- Stakeholders
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System Support

The range of system configurations
that institutions use to implement a
Research Information Management
strategy is far wider than the
operation of a specific platform.
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Systems in use

Live Systems in Use (n=193)

Pure (Elsevier) [ 30%

Developed in-house [N 28%
Elements (Symplectic) [l 12%
DSpace-CRIS (Open source) . 10%
Converis (Clarivate Analytics) [l 10%
VIVO (Open source) I 4%

Profiles (Open source) | 1%

Other | 36%

hCCBY4.0 Findings from the OCLC / euroCRIS Global Survey, preliminary results (2018)

“At [institution name]
our Research
Information
Management activities
are supported across a
few systems ...”
(Australia)
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Live Systems in Use by Geography

Europe (exc UK) US & Canada
(n=68) (n 27) (n=22)
m Pure (Elsevier) m Developed in-house

m DSpace-CRIS (Open source) mVIVO (Open source)
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Australia
(n=21)

m Elements (Symplectic)
m Profiles (Open source)

Other
(n=19)

m Converis (Clarivate Analytics)
Other

Unknown
(n=35)
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Incentives and Uses

National research assessment frameworks
and open science policies

were identified as a key differentiator,
strongly shaping priorities of [Research
Information Management] activities

in those countries and regions where they
exist. Bocwc



Reasons for Adoption / Pursuing RIM Activities

3%\ [1%
Managing annual academic actiy reporting | I

50/0 4%

Supporting nstutonal compliance I T W

1%\ 1%
rting institutional r rch reputation ' [
ek e o | e [ e ]|

decision making

2%\ [4%
improving services for researchers | NN T N 1N

(4%
Supporting expertise discovery [
Recording IR facilties and their use

m Extremely important  mImportant ®Somewhat important = Not important = N/A or Not sure
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Important Functions of Research Information Management 194

4%
Registry of institutional research outputs [ T b

External (e.g., National) research assessment
Internal reporting - G IR 7

Publicly available researcher profiles

Compliance and open access to publications
Annual academic activity reporting workflows s,

Reporting scholarly impact ﬁ[

Awards/grants management workflows

Reuse (in CVs, biosketches, other web pages)

Compliance and open access to research datasets

Identifying collaborators or expertise

Reporting societal impact

m Extremely important  mImportant ®Somewhat important  ®Not important  ®N/A or Not sure
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Function “Registry of Institutional Research Output”

s & Canada (n-21) B

United Kingdom (n=27) 25 2

Australia (n=21) 20 1

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

m Extremely important ®Important ®Somewhat important  ®Not important  ® N/A or Not Sure
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Interoperability

System interoperability lies at the
heart of research information
management

@ ocLec



Interoperation with multiple internal and external systems

Internal Systems that Interoperate with your RIM System (n=184)

Mote: Respondents could select more than one answer

Human resgources system I
Institutional authentication system I, /55
Institutional repository IGO0
Student information systemn  INIEEEEGEGEGEGGGGEGGNGNGNGG_G_E 0
Lniversity finance and accounting system INNIINININGNGGGGGE—_—_E G0
Grants managemeant systam NGNS 575
Analytics systemn NI 759
Project management system IG5
Library management systemn I 0%,
Electronic Thesis/Dissartation (ETD) repository I 70%
Research data repository  [INEGINININGG 16% = Institstion’s website (n=6)
Techfknowladge transfer Tl 5% = Faculty activity system (n-5)
Active data management system [l 3%
Other
MNone of the above I 3%

16%
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Interoperation with multiple internal and external systems

External Systems that Interoperate with your RIM system (n=178)
Note: Respondents could select more than one answer

Publication metadata sources I 7 %
Researcher/author ID registry/database I -0
Research metrics sources NN 72
Mational or regional reporting system I -9°;
Aggregated research portals IIININGEE 24%
Government/private grants award system I 10%
Organization ID registry/database R 7%
Aggregated research data portals 1l 4%
Other N 16%

None of the above NN 1% /
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. . Scopus NG 72%
PUbllcathn Metadata Web of Science IIIINIEGEGEG 63%

Sources PubMed N 61%
CrossRef I 44%
ArXiv [ 37%
Europe PubMed Central I 26%
Google Books Il 12%
CiNii 1 1%
SSRN M 10%
RePEc M 9%
WorldCat M 7%
MLA International Bibliography B 7%

dbpl M 6%
Scielo N 4% EBSCOhost (n=4)
SAO/NASA Astrophysics Data System 0 4% oo )
Other (Please specify): Il 11% /
Note: Respondents :2:we?elect more than one None of the above Tl 14%
0% 50% 100%

by OCLC Research CCBY 4.0  Findings from the OCLC / euroCRIS Global Survey, preliminary results (2018)




Supporting Repository Functions
Integration (69%)

o/ *
Does your RIM Serve as your Default... (1 8% in 2015 euroCRIS /
Base: Institutions with a Live RIM system E U N IS Su rvey)
100%

o VS.
60% Interoperability (420/0)

a7% S 48%
42%
40% 33%
23% 24%
20% 14% gy 14% Which of the following internal systems interoperate
I . 0% I with your RIM system(s)?
0% Base: Institutions with a Live RIM system

Institutional repository Research data repository ETD repository 100%

W Europe (n=95) US & Canada (n=22) ® Australia (n=21) m Other (n=19) 0%

B0%
ATH

Growing role of cross-functional

platforms? - Im II o
Change of perceptions? " H-N H-B

Institutional repository Ressarch data repository ETD repository
(e.g.. via a connector bebween

Merge of functional categories? DSpacemdfue

BEurope (n=93) US & Canada (n=22) B Australia (n=21) B Other (n=13)
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Persistent Identifiers & Standards

Adoption is strongest where the
identifier or protocol in question
also facilitates interoperability.
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Researcher Identifiers Used

ORCID

Scopus ID
ResearcherlD

PubMed ID

ArXiv ID

National authority files
ISNI

VIAF

Other (Please specify):
None of the above
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I 73%
I 60%
BN 35%
B 29%
M 9%
0 7%
I 3% g(s)?z?\:e( ::g)olarlD(n=4)
00/0 Codice fiscale (ltaly) (n=19)
Bl 21%
M 15%
0% 50% 100%



Organization Identifiers Used

None of the above |G 77%

National authority files [ 6%
GRID 6%

Ringgold |5%

CrossRef Funder Registry | 2%
ISNI | 1%

Other (Please specify): I 5%

0%

by OCLC Research CCBY 4.0  Findings from the OCLC / euroCRIS Global Survey, preliminary results (2018)

50%

100%



Standards and Protocols Used

(Note: Respondents could select more than one answer)

HLive RIM (n=42) Implementing RIM (n=169)
Europe overall: 57%

UK only: 70%

| 45%
45%

Australia: 9% 4D
US & Canada:%;; CERIF/CERIF XML e

stibbolets T ;-

OAI-PMH

21%
I 129
Other 14%
CASRA| _ ?(.%’.
14%
Field of Science (FOS) Classification _ 7% 09
(+]
I 20
None of the above 14%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
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Stakeholders

Research information management
requires cross-functional, enterprise
wide relationships
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Stakeholders with "Primary Responsibility"
for 14 Specific Activities

by # of mentions

) 1.044
Research Office 205

Library 130 744

IT/Systems 479

Provost/Chancellor 325

-
w
-

Academic Units 191

ot [N 1o a Primary Role

75 m Secondary Role
External Agency/Vendor E

]

Human Resources I 1;

(=)

200 400 600 800 1.000
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100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Stakeholders with Primary Responsibility for Certain Activities by Country

Based on # of Mentions (Decreasing Importance of Library)

Base: Institution with a Live RIM system

4%

17%

Netherlands US & Canada

C
A

m Library m Academic Units m Research Office m|T/Systems = Provost/Chancellor m Other m Human Resources = Don't know
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Wrapping up

The survey revealed some potential
trends that merit follow-up ...
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OCLC RESEARCH REFORT

Discussion euroCRIS

Full report

“Patterns & Practices”

(& data set)

to be published later this week

https://oc.lc/rimsurvey

Future iteration planned by both
OCLC / euroCRIS to see the
landscape evolve
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Thank youl!

Dr. Annette Dortmund

Sr. Product Manager / Research Consultant
annette.dortmund@ocilc.org

 https:/lorcid.orq/0000-0003-1588-9749
@libsun

#OCLCResearch
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Because
whatis
known must
be shared.
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