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Agenda

14:05 - 14:20 Welcome & Round of introductions

14:20 - 14:40 A review of research assessments principles (Dr Birgit 

Schmidt)

14:40 - 15:00 Discussion

15:00 - 15:20 Data sources, metrics and methods (Najko Jahn)

15:20 - 15:40 Demo 

15:40 - 16:00 Discussion

16:00 - 16:30 Coffee break 

16:30 - 17:00 Exercises (and report of outcomes)

17:00 - 17:15 Summary & Close
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Our back-grounds

• Not research assessment as such but management of research
information

• Open Science policies and their implementation, incl. OA monitoring, 
at institutional, national, European levels

• Data analytics, e.g. in support of institutional information
management, proposal writing, benchmarking
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A review of
research assessments

principles
Dr. Birgit Schmidt (SUB Göttingen)



How to share and promote 
your scholarly record?

Data sources, metrics and methods



Overview – Profiles: A typology

PRODUCTIVITY IMPACT

General Open AccessData & Coding Citation Usage Aggregators

MULTIDISCIPLINARY

SUBJECT-SPECIFIC

INSTITUTIONAL

NB: Categories are not mutually exclusive, and, of course, not all profile services are listed!



ORCID

http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1036-4679
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1036-4679


ORCID – Institutional Support



Google Scholar Author Profiles

https://scholar.google.de/citations?view_op=view_org&hl=de&org=16175642814843353253
https://scholar.google.de/citations?view_op=view_org&hl=de&org=16175642814843353253


Google Scholar Author Profiles



Microsoft Academic



Microsoft Academic - Claiming



ResearchGate



ResearchGate - Critics



INSPIRE HEP Author Profiles



PhilPapers Author Profiles

https://philpapers.org/profile/7941
https://philpapers.org/profile/7941


Europe PMC Author Profiles

http://europepmc.org/authors/0000-0002-7635-3473
http://europepmc.org/authors/0000-0002-7635-3473


ImpactStory



DEPSY – software contributions



GitHub



Peer Review for Software – rOpenSci
onboarding

https://ropensci.org/blog/2016/03/28/software-review/



Summary

CV Fatigue

Different business models including access
levels to metadata

Indexing coverage and possible overlap
needs to be examined

Tension between manually and automatic
data curation

Variety of services exists that
allows researchers to showcase
their work

Build on shared identifiers (ORCID, 
DOI)

Rich sources of curated data that
can be re-used not only for
research assessment



DEMO



Methods
Figure taken from H. Wickham & G. Grolemund, 2017. R for Data Science. Boston.



Data sources

- Publications from researchers affilated
with the university of Latvia indexed in 
the Web of Science (Year published
2017)
- Crossref Event Data to gather a wide
range of usage events different to
citations
- Analysis written as Open Notebook!

http://ec2-34-227-18-2.compute-1.amazonaws.com/auth-sign-in



Exercise



Task

Please discuss:

What are the challenges of showcasing academic work? 

How can your university contribute to productive and transparent 
research assessment exercises? List three measures: 

- one short-term
- one middle-term
- one long-term


