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CRediT:	Background



CRediT:	Background
The	traditional	author	list…	



CRediT:	Background
2012:	Initial	workshop	at	Harvard

2013:	Taxonomy	piloted	on	recently	
published	papers	from	multiple	publishers,	
including	Elsevier

2014:	Project	CRediT	working	group	finalizes	
the	14	terms	&	descriptions

2015:	Published	to	the	CASRAI	dictionary



CRediT:	14	Roles
Conceptualization

Data	curation

Formal	analysis

Funding	acquisition

Investigation

Methodology

Project	administration

Resources

Software

Supervision

Validation

Visualization

Writing	– original	draft

Writing	– review	&	editing



CRediT:	Implementation
May	2015:	began	encouraging	the	use	of	CRediT

“We are happy for you to use a traditional 
format … but would also encourage you to 
use the CRediT taxonomy instead.”



CRediT:	Implementation
Recommendation:	communicated	via	Author	
Guidelines	and	revision-stage	letters

We	link	to	a	one-page	overview	(at	
http://www.cell.com/pb/assets/raw/shared/guidelines/CRediT-Taxonomy.pdf)

Note:	initially,	both	the	Author	Contributions	section	
and	the	use	of	CRediT	were	optional;	as	of	2016,	the	
section	is	mandatory	but	the	taxonomy	remains	
optional.



CRediT:	Implementation
Authors	provide	the	Author	Contributions	section	– with	or	without	
CRediT	– in	the	final	Word	manuscript	submitted	prior	to	acceptance.



CRediT:	Cell	Press	Example

The section is copyedited, but no tags are applied to the roles 
or the authors in the article XML.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.12.050
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CRediT	in	Cell	Press	Papers:	
June	2015	- May	2016

CRediT:	Cell	Press	Uptake

Inclusion	of	Author	
Contributions	 section	
now	mandatory



CRediT:	Author	Feedback
Fall	2015
Surveyed	the	first	100	papers	that	used	CRediT

38	respondents	highlighted	3	key	benefits:		

Ease of	use		|		Clarity |		Standardization



CRediT:	Author	Feedback
The	first	time	you	used	CRediT,	did	you	find	it	
easy	or	difficult	to	apply	the	taxonomy?
87%	“very”	or “moderately”	easy

How	useful	did	you	find	CRediT	in	accurately	
reflecting	the	contributions	of	all authors?	
76%	“extremely” or “very”	useful

Would	you	use	the	taxonomy	in	future	papers?	
43%	“definitely	“	|	 56%	“probably”



CRediT:	Author	Feedback
What	is	the	likelihood	that	CRediT	will	be	
recognized	by	the	appointment,	promotion,	or	
tenure	system	of	review	at	your	institution?
36%	“very”	or “extremely”	likely



CRediT:	Author	Feedback



CRediT:	Next	Steps	CP/Elsevier
• Share	our	early	learnings	with	others

• Incorporate	CRediT roles	into	Elsevier	DTD

• Conduct	two	surveys:
– recent	researchers	who	have	used	CRediT

– researchers	who	have	chosen	not	to	use	CRediT



CRediT:	Next	Steps	Beyond
• Aries:	Editorial	Manager 13.0	will	include	
the	taxonomy	roles	

• Mozilla	is	incorporating	the	taxonomy	
roles	into	its Open	Badges

• ORCID is	building	CRediT	into	its	registry



CRediT:	Next	Steps	Beyond
• JATS	looking	to	integrate	CRediT

• PLOS	and	American	Chemical	Society	are	
implementing	the	taxonomy



CRediT:	Resources
• CASRAI:	http://casrai.org/credit

• Cell	Press	CrossTalk	blog:
o http://crosstalk.cell.com/blog/authors-reflect-on-the-credit-taxonomy
o http://www.cell.com/crosstalk/giving-authors-the-credit-they-deserve

• April	2015:	Brand	et	al.,	Learned	Publishing:	
http://informatics.mit.edu/publications/beyond-authorship-attribution-
contribution-collaboration-and-credit

• April	2014:	Allen	et	al.,	Nature:	
http://www.nature.com/news/publishing-credit-where-credit-is-due-1.15033

• Cell	Press	docs:	https://reedelsevier-
my.sharepoint.com/personal/harpg_science_regn_net/Documents/Shared%20wi
th%20Everyone/CRediT-taxonomy



Thank You!
Patrick Hannon phannon@cell.com


