OPEN RESEARCHER
AND CONTRIBUTOR ID
he attention of the control com-
munity is called to ORCID (Open
Researcher and Contributor ID),
a nonprofit organization that assigns
members a 16-digit identifier with the
goal of overcoming name ambigu-
ity. The issue was recently discussed
in [1], and it already appears to be in
widespread use in Europe. ORCID
might be of particular interest to read-
ers who have a relatively common last
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ORCID assigns members a 16-digit identifier
with the goal of overcoming name ambiguity.

name, since it can
be used to clear up
confusion about ci-
tations and author-
ship, to give two
examples. Authors
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can even include
their own unique
QR codes on their
publications. You can register at www.

Jonathan How’s
ORCID QR code.

orcid.org, and you can also search for
others there.
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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE (continued from page 9)

As many of our CSS members
have noted in plenaries, keynotes, and
review papers, the exchange between
biology and control systems is a rather
dynamic two-way street and is not
merely the application of a tool (control)
to a problem (biology). Rather, there are
rich new areas of theoretical systems
understanding that have grown out
of the challenging questions posed by
biology, and there are novel insights
into biological mechanisms being gen-
erated by control-theoretic approaches.

In closing I want to thank many
members of our community for inspir-
ing conversations on this topic, in par-
ticular: Wayne Bequette, John Doyle,
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Pablo Iglesias, Richard Murray, Edu-
ardo Sontag, and Jorg Stelling. I also
want to thank John Abel in my lab for
putting together the CDC/TAC key-
word analysis. Another great resource
for ongoing projects and future chal-
lenges at the interface of control and
life sciences is the “The Impact of Control
Technology” report [7].
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