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Coverage of key metadata elements in Crossref
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38 million records with abstracts

174 million open metadata records with DOIs

76 million records with references

0.5 million records with ROR IDs

18 million records with ORCID IDs

13 million records with funding metadata



Participation reports: www.crossref.org/members/prep/
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https://www.crossref.org/members/prep/


Participation reports
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Large differences between publishers

source: van Eck, N. J., & Waltman, L. (2025, May 12). Crossref as a source 
of open bibliographic metadata. https://doi.org/10.31222/osf.io/smxe5_v2
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Publisher metadata workflows



Publisher workflows

● Technical capacities of publishers play 
an important role in their ability to submit 
metadata to Crossref. 

● Publishers operate a host of systems in 
their production workflows, from 
submission systems to production and 
hosting platforms

● All important… but
● Manuscript submission systems 

represent the starting point of the 
metadata lifecycle by capturing the initial 
metadata created by authors



What we did

● Collected information about the submission systems of 153 major publishers in Crossref in 
2023/2024 (manually and via Crossref survey)

● Looked at six metadata types in Crossref: 
○ abstracts
○ affiliations 
○ references 
○ funding information 
○ ORCIDs 
○ license information 

● And the 4 most used systems (ScholarOne, Editorial Manager, OJS, eJournalPress)

Question: is there a relationship between the completeness of this 
metadata in Crossref and the submission systems publishers operate? 



The results



An example: affiliation metadata

● All systems seem capable of capturing 
affiliation metadata

● Large difference between publishers using 
same system

● Possible reasons:
○ Technical: metadata gets lost 

downstream
○ Implementation: systems are capable 

but publishers do not ask for information
○ Policy: metadata is collected but not 

deposited to Crossref



The results
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https://www.oaswitchboard.org/


Crossref - PKP collaboration

● Bringing functionalities for 
metadata registration  together 
under the Crossref plug-in, and 
developing an OMP Crossref 
plug-in.

● Joint community engagement in 
support of transitioning OJS users 
to the future Long-Term Support 
(LTS) version of OJS, which will 
enable richer metadata registration.

● Creation of a PKP School 
self-paced training course for 
system administrators.
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Making publication metadata openly available

Support change at technical, operational and strategic levels

● Including open metadata in publisher negotiations
● Open metadata as part of open science practices
● Supporting technical capacity and community uptake 
● Connecting metadata practices (among actors, systems and 

geographies)
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