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Parsing the purpose of the workshop

”to work out (1) the right strategy to (2) publish data, i.e. mint DOIs, either by 
data becoming public (3) through policy or by user choice”

Some aspects:
• The technical: trustworthy repository, flows of data and metadata, 

sustainability…
• The people: who are driving and resisting, who will be affected…
• The organisations: RIs, principals, management, departments…
• The external actors: funders, journals, policymakers…



(2) Publishing data

• Why publish data?

• What’s in it for the users?

• Finding the balance between effort and benefits



3) Driven by policy or user choice?

• And/or other actors’ requirements? Funders, journals, policymakers…

• Practices of other RIs? What are the users’ expectations?

• Do users read (and adhere to) policies? (Raising awareness, making it easy to 
follow rules)

• Involving users in co-creating policy and services (Using a consultation process)



1) The (right) strategy

• What problem or need does a publishing strategy solve?

• Who is the driving force behind the strategy? 

• What is the message to stakeholders, in particular the users? 

• Who delivers the message, from whom, to whom? (How to avoid killing the 
messenger)



A few more lessons learned re policies

• Follow the genre: mixing vision and how-tos creates confusion

• A support infrastructure (tools, experts, information) should be in place or under 
development

• Communication strategy: making the policy (and services) known

• Ensuring compliance – how?! 



Persistent identifiers - PIDs

Current experience from: 

• ICOS Carbon portal – reserach infrastructure holding a system for persistent 
identifiers to datasets, https://www.icos-cp.eu/

• ENVRIplus, sub-project ”Work Package 6” on data identification and data 
citation, some recent reports, http://www.envriplus.eu/

https://www.icos-cp.eu/
http://www.envriplus.eu/


Persistent identifiers - PIDs
System for persistent identifiers in a research infrastructure

Main objective: 
• Internal system for PIDs? 
• System to be interoperable with other, external systems? 
• Needs and preferences from the users (researchers)? 

Technical and administrative: 
• On what granual level should PIDs be issued/attributed to datasets? 
• PIDs also for non-data objects, such as instruments, stations, people, organizations etc? 
• Landing-pages in human-readable and/or machine readable format?



Persistent identifiers - PIDs

PIDs hot topic nowadays

• Many service providers for PIDs, such as DataCite, CrossRef, California Digital 
Library – they are developing and introducting more features

• Developing infrastructure for PIDs, i.e. FREYA, Research Data Alliance, 
CODATA

• Upcoming need for measuring data citations in similar ways as measuring
publication citations, projects like ”Make Data Count”

• ”PIDapalooza”, conference or ”festival” solely on different matters on PIDs



Persistent identifiers - PIDs
Citations best practices for RIs (from ENVRIplus WP6, deliverable 6.1) 
Technically
A. All datasets intended for citation have a globally unique PID that can be expressed as an 

unambiguous URL
B. A PID expressed as a URL resolves to a landing page for a dataset
C. The landing page of a dataset is both human-readable and machine-readable and contains the 

dataset’s PID
D. PIDs for datasets support multiple levels of granularity
E. Datasets are described with rich metadata to track provenance information and to create 

meaningful citations
F. Metadata are accessible even if a dataset is no longer accessible
G. RIs provide a robust resolver and registry for resolving PIDs and for data discovery
H. Metadata protocols and standards are used, that ensure interoperability with related 

stakeholders, e.g. cataloguing and indexing services
I. Data are published with a clearly defined data usage license



Persistent identifiers - PIDs

Citations best practices for RIs (from ENVRIplus WP6, deliverable 6.1)

In general 
• RIs actively promote data citation to users, publishers and other stakeholders in their research 

community, e.g. by providing documentation, and by providing common citation formats to users

• Citation methods are flexible to support each community while still ensuring interoperability across 
communities



Persistent identifiers - PIDs

Data publishing at PANGAEA: 

• PANGAEA, data publisher in earth and environmental science: 
https://www.pangaea.de/

• Example of dataset: https://doi.pangaea.de/10.1594/PANGAEA.888371

• Interoperability of PANGAEA’s services: 
https://www.pangaea.de/about/services.php

https://www.pangaea.de/
https://doi.pangaea.de/10.1594/PANGAEA.888371
https://www.pangaea.de/about/services.php


Persistent identifiers - PIDs
Links to websites, projects, publications

• ICOS Carbon Portal, https://www.icos-cp.eu/

• ENVRIplus, http://www.envriplus.eu/

• ENRVRIplus, Work Package 6, deliverable reports 6.1 and 6.2, go to: http://www.envriplus.eu/deliverables/

• FREYA, https://www.project-freya.eu/en

• FREYA Knowledge Hub, Persistent Identifier Platform, https://project-thor.readme.io/

• RDA Research Data Alliance, https://www.rd-alliance.org/

• RDA, ”Research data needs of the Photon and Neutron Science community IG”, https://www.rd-

alliance.org/groups/research-data-needs-photon-and-neutron-science-community.html

• CODATA, http://www.codata.org/

• DataCite, https://www.datacite.org/

• PANGAEA, https://www.pangaea.de/

• Make Data Count, https://makedatacount.org/

https://www.icos-cp.eu/
http://www.envriplus.eu/
http://www.envriplus.eu/deliverables/
https://www.project-freya.eu/en
https://project-thor.readme.io/
https://www.rd-alliance.org/
https://www.rd-alliance.org/groups/research-data-needs-photon-and-neutron-science-community.html
http://www.codata.org/
https://www.datacite.org/
https://www.pangaea.de/
https://makedatacount.org/
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Extrabilder om policyn följer



Lund University research data policy: 
proposal and process
MONICA LASSI 2018-07-03



Background

• The Research Board established a working group for 
research data Sept 2016 

~10 members representing research and support
• First mission: To draft a policy for the management of

research data



The process

• Sept 2016: 
– Analysis of ~20 RDM policies
– Result: a proposal on a very detailed level

• Spring 2017: Presentation to Research Board
• May-Oct 2017: Presentation and discussion at faculties

and infrastructures
• Feb 2018: Presentation of revised version to the Research 

Board
• June 2018: Consultation process
• Late autumn 2018: Expected formal decision by vice-

chancellor



First version



First version



Revised version, out on consultation

• Focus is more on why, connecting to policy documents and strategies
• General principles:

• FAIR data
• Open access to research data
• Processing personal information (e.g. GDPR compliance)
• Verification of research findings

Guides for different types of
data, disciplines and 
scenarios + best practices
and use cases will
complement the policy



Lessons learned so far

• The first version was a mix of vision/goals and how-tos. The practical stuff will be 
moved to guides, e.g.: 

– DMPs – Data management plans
– Ownership – it’s not clear who owns data – different actors have different 

answers. A national concern.
– Registering metadata in a catalogue

• The full wish list for support infrastructure (tools, experts) won’t be realised
before the policy is decided by the vice-chancellor (e.g. longterm storage, archive
for digital research data, DMP tool)



Reflections

• What is the role(s) of the policy? Does that reflect the 
stakeholders’ expectations on a policy? 

– Policy as a tool for setting a common direction for LU. 
Existing initiatives and dedication are extremely important –
these complement each other

• Consultation process important to collect views and connect with
the broad range of stakeholders at LU

– Sent out in Swedish and English
• Guides, examples of best practice RDM and use cases will

complemen the policy
• Important to update the policy regularly (or check that it’s up-to-

date) to keep up with the rapid development in open science
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