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Who We Are 

About Cell Press:  

Publisher of groundbreaking biomedical and physical 
science research, the Cell Symposia conferences, and 
an awesome blog (http://crosstalk.cell.com).  

 

About Me:  

Copyeditor > Operations Guy > Product Manager 

     gharp@cell.com   

 

http://www.cell.com/
http://crosstalk.cell.com/
mailto:gharp@cell.com


CRediT: Cell Press Approach 

• Background 

• Workflow 

• Capturing the Roles 

• Lessons & Advice 



 
 
 
 

Background 



The CRediT Taxonomy 

14 terms that provide transparency about 
the contributions of researchers to 
scholarly published work 

 

Developed from a cross-organizational 
working group and now managed by the 
CASRAI CRediT Program Committee 

http://casrai.org/


The CRediT Taxonomy 

Conceptualization 

Data curation 

Formal analysis 

Funding acquisition 

Investigation 

Methodology 

Project administration 

Resources 

Software 

Supervision 

Validation 

Visualization 

Writing – original draft 

Writing – review & editing 



• The traditional author list…  
poorly conveys contributions 

• Research is becoming more  
collaborative 

• Institutions and funders need to  
assess and demonstrate value 

CRediT: Understanding the Need 



CRediT: Considerations 

• Optional versus mandatory 

• Low-tech versus high-tech 

• Resources and workload 

• Whether to allow the 3 degrees of 
contribution  

• Clarity and utility 



CRediT: Cell Press Approach 

Lean approach 

• Optional 

• Low-tech 

Engage community 

• Blog posts 

• Work with CASRAI and other organizations 

Gauge uptake and response 

• Track uptake  

• Conduct feedback surveys 

Current uptake: 
~23% of papers 



 
 
 
 

Workflow 



CRediT: Recommendation 

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.” 

http://www.cell.com/pb/assets/raw/shared/guidelines/CRediT-taxonomy.pdf


CRediT: Author Submission 

Authors provide an Author Contributions section – with or without 
CRediT – in the final submitted manuscript 

 

 

 

 



CRediT: Published 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 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.12.050


 
 
 
 

Capturing the Roles 



CRediT: XML Tagging in DTD 

• July 2017: CRediT taxonomy incorporated into 
Elsevier DTD 



CRediT: XML Tagging Pilot 

• Q4 2017, pilot: supplier tags authors in XML 
based on Author Contributions paragraph 



CRediT: XML Tagging Pilot 

• Q4 2017, pilot: supplier tags authors in XML 
based on Author Contributions paragraph 



CRediT: Editorial Manager 

• Editorial Manager (Aries Systems) offers an 
optional configuration: journals can request or 
require that corresponding authors designate 
the CRediT roles for all authors 
 

• Cell Press has not yet implemented this option 
but other publishers have 
 

• For more details, contact Aries Systems 



CRediT: Editorial Manager 



 
 
 
 

What We Have Learned 



CRediT: Lessons and Advice 

• Optional, low-tech approach:  

– easier to get off the ground 

– harder to prioritize development 

• Awareness appears to be the greatest barrier 

• Communication is key 

• For input from a publisher that has taken the 
mandatory approach, contact Helen Atkins of 
PLOS: hatkins@cell.com 

 

 

 

mailto:hatkins@cell.com


CRediT: Author Feedback 

Preliminary results from active survey of all 
corresponding authors in Cell Reports papers 
published in 2017: 

• Respondents: 147 

• 27% had used CRediT 

• 73% had not used CRediT 

 

 



CRediT: Author Feedback 

Top three reasons for not using CRediT: 

•  63%: Not aware of the option 

 

•  26%: Not familiar enough with CRediT 

 

•  14%: Preferred a different method of 
indicating contributions 

 

 



CRediT: Author Feedback 

The first time you used CRediT, did you find it easy 
or difficult to apply the taxonomy? 

76% “very” or “moderately” easy 

How useful did you find CRediT in accurately 
reflecting the contributions of all authors?  

66% “extremely” or “very” useful 

Would you use the taxonomy in future papers?  

37% “definitely “ |  50% “probably”  

 

 



CRediT: Author Feedback 

Benefits: 

• Clarity | Standardization | Transparency 

 

Drawbacks: 

• Vagueness | Lack of specificity 

 

“It may not be perfect, but it's much  
better than having no system” 

 

 



Questions 

? 
Gabriel Harp 

Sr. Product Manager 

gharp@cell.com  



 
 
 
 

Appendix 



CRediT: History 

2012: Initial workshop at Harvard 

 

2013: Taxonomy piloted on published papers from 
multiple publishers 

 

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

 

2015: Published to the CASRAI dictionary 

 



CRediT: Resources 

• Visit http://docs.casrai.org/CRediT for key resources 
pertaining to CRediT 

 

• Contact Helen Atkins at PLOS for the perspective of a 
publisher that requires the use of the CRediT roles: 
hatkins@plos.org 

 

• Contact Aries Systems for more about activating this 
functionality in Editorial Manager: 
https://www.ariessys.com/  

 

 

http://docs.casrai.org/CRediT
mailto:hatkins@plos.org
https://www.ariessys.com/

