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arXivGiveButtonProposal.pdf


Dear Colleagues,
 
Currently we have three subgroups working with the Cornell arXiv team on different aspects of arXiv:
 Fund raising, interoperability and public access mandates, and arXiv business model assessment.
 I've appended a brief summary of the ongoing planning work to keep you informed of their
 accomplishments and to invite your input. We welcome others to join these small working groups. 
 The outcomes of this preliminary work will be further discussed during our September meeting.
 
Regards,
 
Oya


Fund Raising Subcommittee
Members: Jim Mullins (MAB/SAB liaison), Jenny Ross (SAB), Karen Vogtmann (SAB), Oya Rieger
 (coordinator)
-- Based on the input we gathered from SAB/MAB during last year's annual meeting, we are getting
 ready to pilot a Given button. The attached document offers a context, including an image that
 provides a visual frame of where the give button will appear on the arXiv homepage. 
-- Working with Simeon Warner and Martin Lessmeister, Oya is coordinating the development of
 draft budgets (rough order of magnitude estimate) for the initiatives identified as Special Projects
 at:
https://confluence.cornell.edu/display/culpublic/Revised+2015+arXiv+Roadmap+-
+Draft+for+Review 
We need such an estimate as we consider different fund raising strategies. Also, the Cornell team
 has started to work on a budget model that more realistically captures the expenses involved in
 running arXiv based on what we’ve learned during the last several years. This will form the basis for
 our next 5-year business plan and also will give us a better sense of the additional funding needs for
 the next couple of years. The current 5-year plan is available at:
https://confluence.cornell.edu/display/culpublic/arXiv+Sustainability+Initiative?
preview=/127116484/191234216/arXiv%20Business%20Model.pdf
-- Chris Myers had an initial meeting with a group of NSF program officers. It was useful and
 productive and there seemed to be quite a bit of enthusiasm for arXiv and interest in continuing
 discussions to identify suitable funding opportunities.  We are in the process of planning the next
 steps.
-- Jenny suggested that we contact our local Congress person about getting federal funds in support
 of arXiv. [This needs to be done in consultation with Cornell's Government
Relations.]  Also work with Cornell's Foundation Relations to identify relevant foundations that we
 may want to approach for requesting funds. She also suggested that we explore if there are any
 collaboration opportunities with bioRxiv from the Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory
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arXiv and IR interoperability improvement plan -
DRAFT



The following plan identifies a number of possible changes to support improved interoperability
between arXiv and Institutional Repositories (IRs). The proposals have been identified based
on input from SAB members and their delegates. A number of proposals relate to helping
IRs and arXiv support various open access mandates, and thus correspondences with the
requirements of US NSF, EU OpenAIRE, and UK HEFCE guidelines are also highlighted.
Features have been placed in approximate order of proposed implementation based on impact
and feasibility.



1. Add support for funding information



Sources: UK HEFCE mandate (Michele Ide-Smith, Danny Kingsley (Cambridge)), EU
OpenAIRE compliance (Eva Isaksson (Helsinki)), US NSF mandate
The general need is to provide machine readable information about funding sources related to
an article. It should be possible to describe zero or more funding sources by funder and the
funder’s identifier, but there is not a need to be able to describe the level or type of support.
Proposal:



• Support additional metadata to specify funder and award number for zero or more
funding sources.



• The funding body and possible sub-organization should use a standard, machine-
readable taxonomy. We should use the FundRef registry of funders which is made
openly available by CrossRef (http://www.crossref.org/fundref/fundref_registry.html).



• Include funding data in the arXiv metadata feeds (OAI-PMH and ResourceSync).
• Make funding metadata searchable both via the human search interface (http://arxiv.



org/find) and the machine API (see http://arxiv.org/help/api/index).



2. Provide the ability to record the status/version of an article



Sources: UK HEFCE mandate (Michele Ide-Smith, Danny Kingsley (Cambridge))
The UK HEFCE mandate requires both indication of article status, with particular importance
given to the “accepted manuscript” status in which case the “acceptance date” must be
known. Support for this would require facilities for authors to (optionally) specify the
manuscript status according the the NISO JAV vocabulary. Additionally the acceptance date
is required for accepted status articles (JAV values AM,P,VoR,CVoR,EVoR). This introduces
new UI requirements in arXiv and policies regarding whether the status and/or date can
be changed without creating a new article version. There is some risk of problem authors
misusing status indicators and thus questions about policing their use. Proposal:
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• Develop policy for whether status metadata can be edited separately from creating a
new article version.



• Support additional metadata to specify article status according to JAV vocabulary and
optionally the acceptance date (granularity may be day, month or year).



• Include status data in the arXiv metadata feeds (OAI-PMH and ResourceSync).
• Make status metadata searchable both via the human search interface (http://arxiv.



org/find) and the machine API (see http://arxiv.org/help/api/index).



3. Provide the ability to find articles based on author affiliation



Sources: Eva Isaksson (Helsinki), Joy Painter (CalTech), NSF mandate (author identifiers)
The general need to find, and perhaps import, articles by authors at an institution. This
is currently not well supported by arXiv. There is very little affiliation information in the
current arXiv metadata and search by author is string based so, even if given a list of authors
to look for, results are not reliable. There are a number of possible approaches which we may
follow in parallel but the key is the use of identifiers for authors and/or affiliations in arXiv.
Implementation of a complete solution will be a considerable undertaking, but it would be
possible to focus on author identifiers first to develop a partial solution.



3.1 Use ORCID identifiers



We have recently implemented association of arXiv accounts with ORCID iDs (2015-01,
http://arxiv.org/help/orcid). This has been deployed in “soft start” mode and is working
well. More work is required to promote the facility to encourage uptake (as of 2015-04-15
about 1800 users have associated ORCID iDs with their accounts). ORCID iDs provide
the possibility of accurate search for contributors but requires that articles be tied to user
accounts. This will not achieve 100% coverage because not all authors have user accounts
(e.g. the submitter must but co-authors need not). Proposal:



• Promote ORCID iD association within arXiv (for example by prominently suggesting
association on the user page).



• Deprecate the “arXiv author id” (http://arxiv.org/help/author_identifiers) in favor
or ORCID iDs. Preserve the facility as a form of local/vanity URI but make ORCID
association primary and have an ORCID form on the author id page URI.



• Improve facilities for claiming and associating articles with user accounts so that this is
easier for co-authors to do so (also requires migration of old PHP code that is part of
the 2015 roadmap).



• Add search by ORCID iD to the human search interface (http://arxiv.org/find) and
the machine API (see http://arxiv.org/help/api/index).



• Add display of ORCID iD based links to the article spash pages in parallel with the
current sting search (perhaps use the little ORCID green-circle icon/logo).



• Include ORCID iDs in the arXiv metadata feeds (OAI-PMH and ResourceSync).
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3.2 Improve collection of author and affiliation data at submission time



The current article submission interface has a single data entry box labeled “Authors” which
accepts author and affiliation data in various forms (see http://arxiv.org/help/prep#author).
Support for affiliation data is limited and such information is supplied only for a small
minority of submissions. The internal metadata structures of arXiv have just a single field to
store this information although in human and machine interfaces attempts are made to parse
the data to separate authors and affiliations (not 100% reliable by quite good with the help
of occasional manual corrections to formatting). Ideally, arXiv would have for each article a
list of authors, each with name and identifier, and for each author a list of affiliations, again
each with name and identifier. Building submitter and admin interfaces to enter and edit this
data, and changing the internal metadata structures to support it, would entail considerable
work. A danger is that an unwieldy, cumbersome or time consuming user-interface could
impede or deter submission, or result in bad data. Thorough UX design and testing would
be essential. Proposal:



• Study user-interfaces in other repositories and in journal systems to understand the
state-of-the-art for entry of author and affiliation data.



• Develop policies for information required for arXiv submisissions including: are iden-
tifiers required for all authors? must they be validated? are affiliations required for
all authors? what identifiers should be used? what freedom is provided in the form of
affiliation name?



• Develop user and admin interfaces to enter and edit author and affilition data, including
identifier lookup.



• Extend metadata model to support extended author and affiliation data.
• Understand migration of legacy data to new formats.
• Adjust search and browse interfaces to support improved data and facilities that leverage



it.
• Adjust data export and other machine interfaces to support improved data (e.g. OAI-



PMH, ResourceSync, arXiv API, RSS).



3.3 Clean historical author and affiliation data



arXiv has over a million articles with author, and sometimes affiliation, data in a simple string
format. It is impractical to consider centralized manual cleanup of this data. However, once
there are better structures available to store author and/or affiliation data, the could be a mix
of some semi-automated cleanup and perhaps user-sourced cleanup facilities. This work could
only be scoped after improvements in the metadata, submission and admin infrastructure.



4. Improve license information for arXiv articles



Sources: Eva Isaksson (Helsinki), EU OpenAIRE compliance, NSF mandate
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In order to understand the conditions for reuse or possible import into a local repository the
license associated with the article is required. Currently this information in available in the
OAI-PMH metadata only in some metadata formats and only for articles submitted after
2004. Most of the infrastructure is already present in arXiv so changes to meet these needs
would be relatively easy to implement. Proposal:



• Add license information to the article splash page (at least for CC licenses).
• Add license information to OAI-PMH for all articles.
• Add license information to OAI-PMH metadata in oai_dc format in dc:rights element.
• Consider adding license as a possible search term in arXiv API and human search.



5. Automated deposit from arXiv to IR



Sources: Joy Painter (CalTech), perhaps fits some needs expressed by Eva Isaksson (Helsinki)
Likely depends on availability of license information (already in OAI-PMH data for all new
articles, section 3) and better way to find articles by author and/or affiliation (section 4). It
is almost certainly best to approach “automated” as a pull from the institution running the
IR with some means to find new material (e.g. OAI-PMH, API), because this avoids complex
permissions issues of arXiv pushing to a remote IR.
Except for the issue of finding articles by author and/or affiliation, arXiv already provides
all the infrastructure needed to develop such a deposit. The best approach would likely
be a stand-alone application that polls or queries arXiv for appropriate content, has rules
about licenses or agreements with individuals to allows, creates requests to extract the source
and/or processed files from arXiv, has configuration for the local IR ingest interface (SWORD
perhaps), and can then push directly or stage in local IR workflow. Development of such an
application could be done by non-arXiv staff.



6. Communication and collaboration issues



The following issues are either not related to arXiv features, or are currently not well enough
motivated or described to implement.



6.1 arXiv updates and Elsevier’s Pure system



Eva mentions the problem of not knowing about updates to arXiv articles which have been
imported into local systems via Elsevier’s Pure tool and its import option. Updates from
arXiv can be detected via the OAI-PMH interface (and ResourceSync data fed to SHARE)
so the issue here is perhaps the need to have the Pure team understand the user need and for
us to provide any help understanding arXiv updates.
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6.2 Use of arXiv links in LibGuides



Eva: “Another (minor) bother is linking arXiv to our LibGuides system. I’ve had to resort
to writing the links as direct HTML code to make them suit my needs. Getting a RSS feed
is ok but otherwise it is pretty difficult to customize the links.” Need to follow-up to better
understand this issue.



6.3 Comments from IR staff at LANL and U. Alberta



The following comments need a little unpacking to understand the use cases being imagined.
Most of the facilities mentioned are supported to some degree:



1) A nice clean, well documented RESTful API.



What API facilities are required? OAI-PMH (http://arxiv.org/help/oa/index) is good for
metadata harvest. It is not RESTful but it is widely used and well documented. We are
experimenting with ResourceSync (used by SHARE) as a replacement for OAI-PMH harvesting
which is web-centric and RESTful. The arXiv API (http://arxiv.org/help/api/index) is good
for search and real-time access, it is also RESTful and well documented.



1a) U. Alberta adds request for JSON



I don’t think JSON is a very good option for the harvesting use-case, but having arXiv
API data available in JSON seems like a good idea to support interactive use from within
JavaScript. Use cases would help to understand priority.



2) A standard protocol such a SWORD would be good



arXiv supports SWORD (http://arxiv.org/help/submit_sword) though it is the 1.3 profile
which is now a little dated.



3) Ranged date queries are a must to query repeatedly over time



Range queries are supported in both OAI-PMH (for incremental harvest), and in the arXiv
API.



4) Metadata standards should be simple and widely used (ie. Dublin Core)



The OAI-PMH interface offers Dublin Core and provides additional formats to express more
detailed information. The arXiv API uses Atom metadata with arXiv extensions.



5) URIs such as a DOI are a must
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All arXiv articles have internal URIs. DOIs are expressed in URI form where available.



6) Institutional Affiliation needs to be easy to determine, this could be hard
given the variety of ways authors find to enter this.



This is not currently supported and is a among IR interoperability requests. See section 3
above.



7) If a resource has multiple files or a variety of formats, a standard such as
METS would be good.



It would be good to understand the use case here. Multiple files in the source package
are available as a tar file (see: http://arxiv.org/help/unpack). Since there is no additional
metadata per-file or structure to described, it is not clear what benefit METS would offer.
Currently different formats are available at different URIs and it is not clear that packaging
them together would be helpful to many users.



8) This may be out of scope, but preservation metadata would be useful if
available.



All the metadata we have is made available. We could consider storing and exposing additional
fixity or digital-signature metadata to support preservation and other services built on top of
arXiv.



Document history



• 2015-04-15 - First draft [Simeon]
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arXiv Give Button Proposal, June 2015 



 



This proposal outlines the rationale and requirements for arXiv to receive online 



contributions from donors via a ‘give’ button. 



 



Rationale: arXiv’s operating budget is currently supported by member libraries, the 



Simons Foundation, and Cornell University Library. It is essential to raise additional 



funds in order to fund new initiatives that are beyond the routine operational work. . 



Illustrating this need, the arXiv roadmap describes this year’s operational priorities in 



addition to a section with special projects that require additional revenue sources. .  



Therefore the arXiv team is investigating new fundraising opportunities. This pilot will 



assess whether a give button placed prominently on arXiv’s web pages will garner 



additional resources from the program’s active and supportive user base.  We also want 



to explore potential impediments.    



 



Benchmark and assessment: A modest benchmark for this pilot is to fund efforts 



toward one small new initiative of around $10,000 [to be discussed]. arXiv has, on 



average, more than 4 million downloads per month and 6,000 submissions. We need a 



very, very small fraction of these individuals to give to reach our goal.  



  



While the  amount of funds raised is the single biggest factor in determining the success 



of this pilot, we will also look carefully at other information to inform our future 



fundraising strategies. This information includes how many individuals gave to arXiv and 



what industry they work in. The latter two factors will provide information about other 



potential viable sources of ongoing revenue.  We will also assess any administrative 



overhead, questions, suggestions, and reactions. 



 



Pilot details: A nine-day web banner campaign in September 2015 where 100% of the 



contributions received will be used to fund new initiatives.  All arXiv.org pages that do 



not have submission or moderation functionality will feature the banner. We will also 



investigate including information about the banner on the Cornell University Library 



homepage, an announcement on our listserv, and other appropriate media channels.  One 



of the goals is to use this fund raising strategy to encourage publishers and societies to 



contribute to arXiv. 



 



The banner would be styled to appeal to the arXiv branding but not blend too closely. 



The user would experience the following workflow from the arXiv web pages when he 



or she selects the banner. Please see figures 1 and 2 for a mockup. 



 



1. Proposed language for the banner, which has been approved by CUL 



Communications and the Cornell Alumni Affairs and Development:  



 



Donate to arXiv. 100% of your contribution will fund new initiatives, such 



as digital tools to support interoperability and author moderation that will benefit 



arXiv’s global scientific community. 











Our member libraries and the Simons Foundation give generously to cover our 



annual operating costs, but without your additional support today we cannot 



enhance arXiv. 



 



 



2. Payment page 
arXiv has a special designee fund arranged through Cornell Alumni Affairs and 



Development. It is the most straightforward and secure way of ensuring all 



contributions go directly to arXiv program.  



 



arXiv is appears prominently as the “fund” to which the user is contributing when 



the user decides to donate. See figure 2.  



 



3. Thank you page 



We will customize a thank you page that will also serve as a tax-deductible 



donation receipt.  



 



4. More information 



The more information page will be a new page among the arXiv help pages and 



will include the following information:  



 



 What initiatives will my contribution help support?  



o Link to arXiv roadmap, special projects.  



 What is arXiv’s history and impact?  



o Link to 1 million article video 



 What is arXiv’s sustainability plan?  



o Link to business model and sustainability plan wiki pages 



 What is arXiv’s current operating budget? 



o Link to budget 



 Wait, I thought I was supporting arXiv. Why does a payment page from 



Cornell University appear?  



o arXiv is managed by Cornell University Library. [Shall we add a 



sentence here that the form is in order to use the standard Cornell 



work flows for efficiency purposes and avoid creating a new 



workflow?] Your gift will support arXiv and only arXiv.   



 Is my institution currently supporting arXiv?  



o Link to donors page 



 My institution currently supports arXiv. Why should I? 



o Our member libraries give generously to support our current 



operating budget.  Expand this a bit based on the info on the 



Special Projects section of the roadmap. Your gift will help fund 



innovation and enhancements so arXiv can remain a competitive, 



global open access resource.  



 How can I stay up to date on arXiv?  



o Mailing list info 



 Is my gift tax deductible?  











o Yes. Link to CU annual fund info 



 What is Cornell’s tax ID number? 



o Link to CU annual fund info 



 Do I get a receipt?  



o Yes. Your thank you page serves as a receipt. 



 I’m international. Can I still contribute?  



o Cornell accepts international credit cards 



 I have other questions and want to talk with someone from the arXiv team. 



o Please contact us at support@cornell.edu 



 



Additional considerations:  We will create pages on our sustainability wiki about the 



give button pilot that includes that total amount raised, which new initiatives we are 



currently investing in, and other aggregate information about giving such as the total 



number of supporters, etc., and explore how to list individual contributions that want to 



be recognized. 



  











FIGURE 1, Banner. 



 



 
 



 



FIGURE 2, Payment Page. Note that the fund is “arXiv.”  



 



 












 (http://www.biorxiv.org/)
-- As we conduct a Give button pilot,  we are planning to invite publishers/societies (such as Elsevier,
 Wiley, Springer, AIP, APS, AMS, IOP) to support arXiv.
-- We would like to consider expanding next year's membership drive to organizations ranked 200+;
 however, we first need to assess feasibility and overhead associated with this process. The focus so
 far has been on the top 200-250 organizations with heavy use (use is measured by article
 downloads). This is principally because the top 200 institutions account for about 75% of
 institutionally identifiable downloads. Last year, we raised approximately $341K through
 membership fees from 183 institutions and the total revenue, including Cornell and Simons
 Foundation direct contributions, was around $766,000. 
-- Reassess the feasibility and value of incorporating arXiv as an independent non-profit organization
 (501C3) When we considered this option a few years ago, we concluded that this would increase
 our costs by 30-35% as arXiv will need to start paying for rent, utilities, legal protection, insurance,
 server arrangements, etc.  We will reconsider this option again as we start working on a plan for
 2018 and beyond
--Solicit ideas from MAB and SAB about potential funding programs to consider (foundations,
 national grants, etc.) Jenny’s suggestions included Research Corp for Science Advancement,
 Murdock Foundation, Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation, Howard Hughes, and Pew Charitable
 Trust.
-- Draft talking points about the unique value of arXiv and why it should be supported
Jenny’s elevator pitch: For those interested in getting science to the public and other scientists in a
 timely manner: The arXiv is a place where the public can access directly the scientific research of
 science. Many articles are peer reviewed, but peer review can often take a year or more.
 Meanwhile, the information is not available. arXiv makes science available sooner. Other articles
 contain information that are too few, null results, or other types of data that do not “fit” into
 “stories” of publications, yet deserve and need to be out there in order to push scientific research
 forward. Why we should be funded by societies/society publications (i.e., APS): They allow direct
 submission from the arXiv to submit your manuscript.
 
IR Interoperability Subgroup
Members: Carol Hoover (MAB/SAB liaison), Tim Klassen (MAB), Simeon Warner, Oya Rieger
 (coordinator)
We started our work by gathering feedback from a few institutional repository (IR) managers to
 expand our understanding of requirements and expectations. We wanted to document the
 interoperability that member libraries would like to see, or the ways that their IRs currently interact
 with other large repositories. Attached is Simeon's draft report on interoperability features based
 on the input we have gathered thus far.  It summarizes the emerging requirements and arXiv’s
 current ability to fulfill such needs.  Working with Lucie Burgess (the new MAB rep from Jisc), we
 had a conference call with a group of UK research libraries to discuss the new HEFCE requirements
 to expand our understanding of their needs and they are envisioning arXiv to support their
 requirements. You will see that the draft report has references to this set of requirements too.  The
 Special Projects section of the arXiv roadmap includes a project in support of our IR interoperability
 goals.
 
Assessment Subgroup
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Members: Tim Klassen (MAB), Esther Tobschall (MAB), Oya Rieger (coordinator)
As previously mentioned, one of the core themes in this year's annual meeting agenda will be the
 design of an assessment plan to evaluate our current business and governance model. This process
 is essential as we start considering the next 5-year business planning cycle (2018-2022). This process
 will begin with the identification of desired outcomes and success measures to gauge progress (for
 instance, dynamics of the governance model, level of financial support, enhancements to arXiv,
 improvements to moderation system, etc.). Cornell team will use this model to conduct a self-
evaluation with input from the Simons Foundation, MAB, SAB, and other key partners such as users.
 After considering a number of tools such as the Balanced Score Card, SWOT Analysis, and
 Performance Prism, we've decided to pursue a hybrid approach and create a model based on the
 arXiv's principles, which offered a foundation for the current business and governance model:
https://confluence.cornell.edu/download/attachments/127116484/arXivPrinciplesMarch12.pdf
 
Oya Y. Rieger, Ph.D.
Associate University Librarian
Scholarly Resources & Preservation Services
arXiv Program Director
Cornell University Library
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