Why this talk?

• Background -Involvement in scientific information management in several major European research institution

• CNRS, MPS, INRIA
-Specific interest in content management and standards

• TEI, ISO TC 37/SC 4

• General objective (bias)

-Accompanying/anticipating the evolution of the publishing landscape -from the point of view of research institutions

• Issue

-Is there a place for research libraries?… Word of caution • Some research libraries have taken the lead in developing new technologies at the service of science • Librarians come with a wide variety of profiles: information science, scientific background, computing

The good old library -missions The library in the digital world

• Most assets have become digital -E.g.: subscriptions to scholarly publications, eBooks catalogues, databases etc.

• Business as usual -Acquiring

• But still not in the loop of the publishing workflow -Cataloguing

• But researchers use Google -Making available… The need for a more coherent infrastructure Why is it so difficult?

• Great heterogeneity of format within publishers 

•-•-

  Online access is transparent to the reader • Issues Very little insight in the actual content -The academics have also become digital Corpora, grammars, lexical databases • What should be the role of research libraries? Maintaining the link with publications? -Are research data too complex for them? Consequence for the library • Academics cannot master all this -Even if they think they can • New needs are piling up -Open access • Putting together and managing publication repositories -Digitizing existing assets • Participating in the creation of content -Managing born digital documents • Digital publishing platforms, digital laboratory reports -Managing research data and primary sources?

-••

  Meta data (and full-text) -Proprietary, ScholarOne, NLM 2.0, NLM 3.0, … Strong involvement of librarians at INRIA -Defining workflows -Defining an optimal target format -Quality control (affiliations) -Perspective for full-text archiving • Importance of a well-defined standardization strategy -TEI -Text Encoding Initiative • Well documented and stable initiative • Clear maintenance strategy -Systemic view of digital documents • Articles, books, primary sources -Large community of practice Combining old skills with new technologies -Describing digital sources: meta-data -Understanding and representing the structure of digital sources -Enriching (annotations, links), versioning, disseminating -Proximity to researchers • Higher profiles -understanding scholarly work -Flexibility • Need to adapt to scenarios which are not yet anticipated • New roles -articulating research and publishing -Cf. PEER • Management of ("gold") OA deals • Long term preservation • Support for scientific data management • Contribution to the evolution of scholarly communication

Further readings

• BIJSTERBOSCH, M., BRÉTEL, F., BULATOVIC, N., PETERS, D., VANDER-FEESTEN, M., WALLACE, J., PEER. D3.1. Guidelines for Publishers and Repository Managers on Deposit, Assisted Deposit and Self-Archiving, 2009. http://www.peerproject.eu/fileadmin/media/ reports/D3_1_Guidelines_v8.3_20090528.Final.pdf

The information chaos • ISSN (print)

• First page of a paper The PEER project