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Agenda

● Welcome and introductions 
● Overview of ORCID in peer review 
● (New!) use cases
● ORCID at BMJ
● Q&A

 



ORCID’S VISION IS A WORLD WHERE ALL WHO 

PARTICIPATE IN RESEARCH, SCHOLARSHIP, AND INNOVATION 

ARE UNIQUELY IDENTIFIED AND CONNECTED TO THEIR 

CONTRIBUTIONS AND AFFILIATIONS ACROSS TIME, 

DISCIPLINES, AND BORDERS.



A little bit of history….

2018
API 3.0: new affiliation types
new work type “preprint”
new rel version of

ORCID Registry launched
2012

2015
ORCID's Early Adopter 
Peer Review Program

ORCID joins PRW

API 2.0: peer review 
activities
2017



Challenges around peer review

● Lack of recognition, specially for early career 
researchers

● Biased & unprofessional reviews
● Increased need for peer review due to COVID-19 

and “preprints explosion”

https://elifesciences.org/articles/48425
https://elifesciences.org/articles/48425
https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(20)31958-9/fulltext?utm_campaign=comment20&utm_content=140252939&utm_medium=social&utm_source=twitter&hss_channel=tw-27013292
https://digitalscience.figshare.com/articles/report/How_COVID-19_is_Changing_Research_Culture/12383267
https://digitalscience.figshare.com/articles/report/How_COVID-19_is_Changing_Research_Culture/12383267


How can ORCID help?

● Lack of recognition, specially for early career 
researchers
○ ORCID allows to recognize reviews in 

different (and in many ways!)
● Increased need for peer review due to COVID-19 

and “preprints explosion”
○ Reward your reviewers by giving them credit 

via their ORCID records
● Biased & unprofessional reviews

○ Use ORCID to select reviewers (based on their 
previous contributions, expertise, etc.)



Peer review on ORCID
Peer review section 
• Based on CASRAI Peer 

Review Services data 
profile

• Review items can only be 
added by a trusted 
(member) organization 
using API – users cannot 
self-assert

https://members.orcid.org/api/workflow/peer-review
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7079-7973 

○ Role:* e.g. chair, editor, member, organizer, reviewer
○ Group identifier:* The group ID used for aggregation purposes -- for 

journal articles, the default identifier is the eISSN, which is automatically 
populated via an integration with the ISSN database 

○ Convening organization*: a journal publisher, conference organizer, 
funding agency, faculty, etc

○ Organization identifier: Ringgold, GRID, LEI or Crossref 
Funder Registry identifier.

○ Review data:* This data refers to the review activity and not what was 
reviewed

○ Type: The type of review activity, e.g. review, evaluation
○ Date: The date the review was completed. This can be broad 

(2008) or specific (2010-12-10) 
○ Review identifier: A unique, resolvable identifier provided by the 

source of the review itself. 

https://members.orcid.org/api/workflow/peer-review
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7079-7973
https://pub.orcid.org/v2.0/identifiers


Peer review on ORCID

Service affiliation
• Available in user interface 

and in API 3.0 and higher - 
users can also assert

• Opportunity to recognize 
service to an organization 
as reviewer, e.g. expert 
review panel, conference 
panel chair

ORCID service et al affiliation tutorial: 
https://github.com/ORCID/ORCID-Source/blob/master/orcid-api-web/tutorial/affiliations.md
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1527-2837

● Organization:
○ Organization name: The name of the organization 

at the highest level (e.g. "Boston University", rather 
than "Boston University School of Medicine").

○ Address: The city, region, and country (or territory) 
where the organization is located. Only city and 
country are required, and the country should be 
populated with the two letter ISO 3166 Alpha-2 
country code.

● Organization identifier: A unique identifier for the 
organization and its source. Currently ORCID supports 
Ringgold and GRID identifiers.

● Start date
● Department name: Any subdivision of the parent 

organization.
● Role title/Degree: The position held, or the degree 

awarded or to be awarded.
● End date

https://github.com/ORCID/ORCID-Source/blob/master/orcid-api-web/tutorial/affiliations.md
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1527-2837
http://www.iso.org/iso/home/standards/country_codes.htm
http://www.iso.org/iso/home/standards/country_codes.htm


DISPLAY
• In metadata
• In reviewer profiles

CONNECT
• Review activity or review 

service to records
• Use unique reference ID

AUTHENTICATE
• Verified iDs using OAuth

SYNCHRONIZE
• Auto-update records 

and your databases

Peer review workflow: https://members.orcid.org/api/workflow/peer-review

COLLECT
• Affiliations, works, 

review history, etc 
from records 

Workflow

https://members.orcid.org/api/workflow/peer-review


PEER REVIEW ACTIVITIES IN ORCID 
RECORDS

Organisation                           # reviews    
Publons                               1,400,462   

American Chemical Society 601,780    

Springer Nature                  453,361   

EM Journals at Wiley            39,051

Nature Publishing Group            34,065

Organisation                           # reviews    
American Chemical Society      601,780
American Soc. of Civil Engineers 7,582
Endocrine Society                          4,913
American Soc. of Plant Biologists     1,477
The Society for Neuroscience           1,221

Source: internal ORCID statistics



Integrated systems
• Editorial Manager

• Springer Nature   (453,361 reviews)
• Nature Pub Group (33,479 reviews)
• Wiley                      (39,051 reviews)
•

• eJournalPress
• eLife (1416 reviews)

• OpenResearch (F1000)
• Wellcome Open Research  (1,00,6960 reviews)
• Gates Open Research           (374,340 reviews)
• AAS Open Research                   (109 reviews)

Coming up next
• OJS?

ORCID-enabled systems: publishing systems
https://orcid.org/blog/2020/06/18/announcing-orcid%E2%80%99s-new-service-provider-certi
fication-program

https://github.com/pkp/orcidProfile/issues/150
https://members.orcid.org/api/vendors/publisher-tools


Integrated platforms

• Faculty Opinions     1,186
• F1000 Research    26,043
• PLOS                      19,280
• Publons            1,400,462 (Auto update)

https://facultyopinions.com/prime/thefaculty
https://f1000research.com/
https://plos.org/publish/submit/
https://publons.com/about/home/


Use cases



Outbreak Science Rapid PREreview

https://outbreaksci.prereview.org/10.1101/2020.04.16.20067405
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-020-00613-4

https://outbreaksci.prereview.org/10.1101/2020.04.16.20067405
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-020-00613-4


UCL Press - ScienceOpen

https://blog.scienceopen.com/2020/05/open-peer-review-workflow/

https://blog.scienceopen.com/2020/05/open-peer-review-workflow/


Faculty Opinions

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9264-4759
https://facultyopinions.com/prime/home 

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9264-4759
https://facultyopinions.com/prime/home


American Chemical Society

https://www.acsreviewerlab.org/

https://www.acsreviewerlab.org/


Wellcome Open Research

https://wellcomeopenresearch.org/
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5492-0265

https://wellcomeopenresearch.org/
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5492-0265


Linking preprints with peer reviewed 
journal articles (or other versions)

https://gitlab.com/crossref/user_stories/-/issues/443
https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2020/09/21/trust-as-an-ethic-and-a-practice-in-peer-review/

● Preprint service provider collects author iD and 
connects the preprint to the ORCID record with the 
identifier (e.g. DOI and rel “self)

● Publisher collects author iD and connects to ORCID 
record

○ peer reviewed journal article with identifier 
(e.g. DOI rel “self”) 

○ preprint with identifier (e.g. DOI rel “version 
of”)

● Preprint(s) & peer reviewed journal article 
grouped together on the ORCID record

“Building trust through this process of 
constant checking and improvement is 
vital not only for other researchers in 
the field, but for the wider research 
community, as well as for 
policy-makers and the general public. 
(...) Exposing the process of 
scholarship helps all round.”

Trust as an Ethic and a Practice in Peer Review
Alice Meadows, Jasmine Wallace, Karin Wulf

https://gitlab.com/crossref/user_stories/-/issues/443
https://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2020/09/21/trust-as-an-ethic-and-a-practice-in-peer-review/


More information:
● Workflows

○ Peer review activities 
https://members.orcid.org/api/workflow/peer-review

○ Peer review service 
https://members.orcid.org/api/workflow#service

● Vendor-enabled systems
○ https://members.orcid.org/api/vendors/publisher-tools

● Examples of integrations
○ F1000 (open) 

https://f1000research.com/for-authors/publish-your-research
○ PLOS (open or blind) https://www.plos.org/orcid
○ Publons (user driven)

● Video: Let’s add peer review to ORCID records 

https://members.orcid.org/api/workflow/peer-review
https://members.orcid.org/api/workflow#service
https://members.orcid.org/api/vendors/publisher-tools
https://f1000research.com/for-authors/publish-your-research
https://www.plos.org/orcid
https://vimeo.com/260741548
https://vimeo.com/360701701


       📩 g.mejias@orcid.org
            @gabioshka

Thanks! Questions?

mailto:g.mejias@orcid.org

