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“Thinking and understanding  

the world” 
“Enabling and  

contributing to the world” 

Past Today 

Role of Research is changing 

2 



Elsevier has been working closely with the  

esearch community for over 125 year 
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• 1997 – Launch of 

ScienceDirect, 

the first large-scale 

electronic platform 

to the STM 

communities 

• 2004 – Launch of 

Scopus the largest 

abstract and citation 

database of research 

literature and quality 

web sources 

• 2009 – Launch of 

SciVal, a suite of 

online tools that 

provide data to 

support informed 

decision-making 

• 1847 – The Lancet 

publishes a report of the 

first caesarian performed 

under anesthesia 

• 1858 – Gray’s Anatomy is 

published 

Elsevier is a pioneer in the development of electronic tools that demonstrably improve the 

productivity and decision-making of our science and healthcare customers 

Traditional Publishing Solution Provider 

Electronic 

Print 

• 2012– acquisition of 

Atira with its PURE, 

CRIS type system. 

• 2013 – acquisition of  

Mendeley 



The broad source for research answers 

20,698 
Peer reviewed journals 

404 
Trade journals 

389 
Book series 

A rich and 
extended 
coverage 
including 

21.3M pre-1996 records  
30.3M post-1995 records 
>51.6M records  
 
17k conference events  
5M total conference records (10%) 
 
>12,000 books 
155k book items (chapters & books) 

 Content from > 5,000 publishers 

 “Articles in Press” from > 3,750 titles 

 > 2,800 fully OA titles 

 Abstracts going back to 1823 

 40 languages covered 

 24M Patents 

  

21,750 
 active titles 

263 
Conf. series 

Total average processing time: 5 days 



Breadth of coverage across subject areas 

More than 20,400 titles in Scopus, titles can be in more than one subject area 

Health Sciences       
6,300 

• (100% Medline) 

• Nursing 

• Dentistry  

• etc., 

Social Sciences  
6,350 

• Psychology 

• Economics 

• Business 

• A&H etc., 

Life Sciences  
4,050 

• Neuroscience 

• Pharmacology 

• Biology  

• etc., 

Physical Sciences 
6,600 

• Chemistry 

• Physics  

• Engineering 

• etc., 

Books in Scopus  
Scopus has started to increase book coverage to 75,000 titles (project completion date 2015). 



Geographical distribution of titles 

5,000 0 

Wider coverage gives a more accurate picture of the research landscape 



Broader coverage than nearest peer 

Scopus  

(Total: 19,809) 

Web of Science 
(Total: 12,311) 

8,432 

934 

11,377 

Source: http://adat.crl.edu/, May 2012 

Scopus Advantage 

http://adat.crl.edu/


Broader coverage = higher citations 



•Coverage across engineering subject areas: completeness of coverage, coverage of Engineering Village, coverage pre-1996; coverage non-English material;  



Expansive coverage does not mean lower standards 

Independent Content Selection & Advisory Board (CSAB) 

Focus on quality through selection by independent CSAB to: 

•Provide accurate and relevant search results for users 

•No dilution of search results by irrelevant or low quality content 

•Support that Scopus is recognized as authoritative 

•Support confidence that Scopus is “reflecting the truth” 

•Assurance that titles selected by Scopus meet the highest (ethical) standards 



Scopus title evaluation process 

Publisher 

Suggest title 

Check  

minimum criteria 

“Enrich”  

titles 

Review titles 

CSAB 

External 

reviewer 

and make decision 

 Titles processed via the online Scopus Title Evaluation Platform (STEP) 



Scopus selection criteria 

Journal 

policy 

• Convincing editorial concept/policy 

• Level of peer-review 

• Diversity in geographic distribution of editors 

• Diversity in geographic distribution of authors 

Quality of 

content 

• Academic contribution to the field 

• Clarity of abstracts 

• Quality and conformity with stated aims & scope 

• Readability of articles 

Journal 

standing 

• Citedness of journal articles in Scopus 

• Editor standing 

Regularity • No delay in publication schedule 

Online 

availability 

• Content available online 

• English-language journal home page 

• Quality of home page 

Minimum criteria 

• Peer-review 

• English abstracts 

• Regular publication 

• References in Roman script 

• Publication ethics statement 



Title suggestions per country  
All title suggestions received in 2012 

2,820 titles suggested in 2012 of which 1,020 acceptable for review 



Titles reviewed 
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2012: Total 1,271 titles reviewed of which 47% accepted 
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Titles reviewed top 25 countries (2013) 
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titlesuggestion@scopus.com 

•Coverage across engineering subject areas: completeness of coverage, coverage of Engineering Village, coverage pre-1996; coverage non-English material;  



Scopus penetration per country 

Low Penetration 

Mid-level Penetration 

High Penetration 

(2012 Analysis, by customer count) 

China: 10% US: 37% 



88% 

12% 

Leading research institutes use Scopus 

Rank Name of Institute Country 

1 Massachusetts Institute of Technology US 

2 Harvard University  US  

3 University of Cambridge UK 

4 University College London UK 

5 Imperial College London UK 

6 University of Oxford UK 

7 Stanford University US 

8 Yale University US 

9 University of Chicago US 

10 California Institute of Technology US 

10 Princeton University US 

12 ETH Zurich  Switzerland 

13 University of Pennsylvania US 

14 Columbia University US 

15 Cornell University US 

16  Johns Hopkins University US  

17 University of Edinburgh UK 

17 University of Toronto Canada 

19 Ecole Polytechnique Federale de Lausanne Switzerland 

19 King’s College London UK 

21 McGill University Canada 

22 University of Michigan US 

23 Duke University US 

24 National University of Singapore Singapore 

25 University of California Berkeley US 

Scopus 

Non-Scopus 



Leading organizations rely on Scopus  

http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.gwumc.edu/pharm/Symposium/NIH Logo.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.gwumc.edu/pharm/symposium.htm&usg=__A1spxJLe9Hxauo5T5T3TxertdKE=&h=833&w=842&sz=95&hl=en&start=2&sig2=cZsV3hbHBVxaRLLH4ItdNQ&zoom=1&tbnid=EmLTz3habZLVZM:&tbnh=143&tbnw=145&ei=Les0T_j6J8-c-waAw7XnAQ&prev=/search?q=national+institute+of+health&hl=en&gbv=2&tbm=isch&itbs=1


Elsevier cooperates with research stakeholders 

http://info.scival.com/research-initiatives/science-europe 



Collaboration increases citation impact 



Comprehensive 
summaries of any 
selected entity for 360 
degree performance 
evaluation  
 

Compare research groups 
using selection of 20+ 
metrics for in-depth 
analysis 

Identify and analyse 
existing and potential 
collaboration 
opportunities 

• At-a-glance, 
standardized reports 

• Access to all 
competency maps 

 

• Complete flexibility to 
combine any selection 
of metrics and research 
groups 
 

• Visualized on Google 
maps 

• Ranking of institutes 
and authors with 
indicators 

Performance Overview 
Module 

 

Benchmarking 
Module 

 

Collaboration Analysis 
Module 

What? 

How? 

Solution to your strategic planning challenges 



       Flexibility of SciVal 

23 

‘Ready-to-use’ solution with pre-defined entities, and flexibility 

for users to model, evaluate, and benchmark any perspective of 

their scientific universe 

 

 

 

• Access to pre-defined 4600+ 
institutions, 250 countries and groups 
(i.e. EU27, US states, German 
Bundesländer, Russell group and 
more) 

 

• Ability to create any desired grouping 
of entities or documents 

 

• Support of multiple journal subject 
classifications (i.e. Scopus ASJC 
initially, then include FoR – Australia, 
OECD, and more) 

 

 

 

 

Ready-to-use 

 

 

Create your own 



•Coverage across engineering subject areas: completeness of coverage, coverage of Engineering Village, coverage pre-1996; coverage non-English material;  



Which metric to use? 

1. What level am I assessing? 

• Article, Journal, Researcher, Institution, etc. 

 

2. What type of  impact am I assessing? 

• Scientific, Clinical, Societal, Educational, etc. 

 

3. What methods are available based on above? 

• Quantitative: citation, usage, media, h-index, SNIP, SJR, etc. 

• Qualitative: Peer-review, etc. 

Bibliometrics (quantitative measures used to asses research output) 

Basic premise = Citation is a form of endorsement 

 

Bibliometricians agree that no single metric can effectively capture the 

entire spectrum of research performance because no single  

metric can address all key variables 



Which journal is best? 

They are all the best – all the top of  their subject categories 

Journal Impact Factor 2008* 

Lancet Infectious Diseases 13.165 

Social Studies of Science 1.343 

Dyes & Pigments 2.507 

Expert Systems with Applications 2.596 

Progress in Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy 6.162 

Communications on Pure & Applied Mathematics 3.806 

*Journal Citation Reports 2009 

Journal Impact Factor 



Vanclay, J, Impact factor: outdated 

artefact or stepping-stone to journal 

certification, Scientometrics, Volume 

92, Issue 2 (August 2012)  

“[Publishers should] Greatly reduce 

emphasis on the  journal impact factor 

as a promotional tool ideally by ceasing to 

promote the impact factor or by presenting 

the metrics in the context of  a variety of  

journal based metrics … that provide a 

richer view of  journal performance” 

- From The San Francisco Declaration 
on Research Assessment (DORA) 
http://am.ascb.org/dora/  

Journal Impact Factor 

http://am.ascb.org/dora/
http://am.ascb.org/dora/


www.journalmetrics.com  

More accuracy, transparency, more metrics 



+ + + 
A journal’s raw  

impact per paper  

Citation potential in  

its subject field 

Peer reviewed 

papers only 

A field’s frequency  

and immediacy  

of  citation  

Database  

coverage 

Journal’s scope  

and focus 
Measured relative to 

database median 

SNIP: Source-normalized impact per paper 



SNIP: Molecular Biology VS Mathematics  

Journal RIP Cit. Pot. SNIP (RIP/Cit. Pot.) 

Inventiones Mathematicae 1.5 0.4 3.8 

Molecular Cell 13.0 3.2 4.0 



Prestige metric: Prestige transferred when a journal cites 

• Citations are weighted depending on where they come from 

• A journal’s prestige is shared equally between its citations 

Life Sciences 

journal 

 High impact, lots of  citations 
One citation = low value 

Arts & Humanities 

journal 

 Low impact, few on citations 

One citation = high value 

SJR normalizes for differences in citation behaviour between subject fields 

SJR: SCImago Journal Rank 



 Newly added 

 Same treatment as IF 
– Normalized by ranking in the field 

 ASJC (All Science Journal Classification) 
– 27 subject areas 

– 309 subject fields 

 In preparation: list of journals with their ranking per 
SJR and subject field – to be published on 
http://cz.elsevier.com 

 Where to find SJR? 
– www.journalmetrics.com 

– Scopus Title List 

– Scopus page in Scopus 

 

SJR as a indicator in  

the Czech research evaluation methodology 

http://cz.elsevier.com/
http://www.journalmetrics.com/


 SJR is calculated and updated once per year (lastly Sept 2013 

 SJR is static and calculated by third parties (not Scopus) and is 
based on the data available in Scopus at the moment of 
calculation. 

 The values that become available in that year concern the metrics 
of the previous full-year and have a citation window of three years. 
For example the metrics that will become available now (2013) are 
the SNIP and SJR values based on the citations obtained during 
the full year 2012 to articles published in the years 2009 – 2011 

 Depending if sufficient data is available in Scopus at the moment of 
calculation the journal metric values will be calculated. On the other 
hand if a journal started in Scopus in 2011 but there is a sufficient 
amount of articles published and citations to that journal it may 
already have a journal metric available. 

 The metrics of previous years will also be re-calculated with each 
annual update. 

 In some cases, it is possible to add content to Scopus 
retrospectively – please communicate with the Scopus Title team. 

FAQ SJR 

titlesuggestion@scopus.com 



•Coverage across engineering subject areas: completeness of coverage, coverage of Engineering Village, coverage pre-1996; coverage non-English material;  



Many researchers that too closely 
resemble one another. 

Dr. Lee Dr. Lee Dr. Lee 

Researchers publish 
under name variations. 

Dr. Lee 

Dr. J. Lee 

Dr. James Lee 

 

The Challenge: Scholarly Name Ambiguity 



Dr. James Lee 

46533489 

Open Research and Contributor ID (ORCID) 
Aims to solve the name ambiguity problem 
in research and scholarly communications 
by creating a central registry of unique 
identifiers for individual researchers 
 

The Solution: The ORCID Registry 

Dr. Lee 

Dr. J. Lee 

Dr. James Lee 



By issuing unique identifiers to all researchers, 

ORCID aims to facilitate discovery and evaluation for 

researchers, institutions, scholarly societies and 

publishers. 

46533489 

Joins faculty or student body 

Joins scholarly society 

Applies for grant 

Submits manuscript 

The (Future) Benefits of ORCID 

Over 380,000 ORCIDs registered to date 



Enter via Scopus2ORCID Wizard or from ORCID! 

 

Scopus2ORCID: easy ORCID Set Up 

orcid.scopusfeedback.com 



ORCID App 

Link out to ORCID profile 

Add profile to ORCID  



And so we joined up with a small yet brilliant 

company to make this possible 



What is Mendeley? 



Reference manager 

Research Database & API 

Social Network & 
Groups 

Enable 
Collaboration 

Drive 
Productivity 

Create Insight & 
Build Apps 

Mendeley key components 





Mendeley extracts data 
and fulltext from PDFs, .. 
 ..share and discuss their 

research in groups, .. 
 ..lets researchers organize 

and annotate papers, .. 



..and aggregates everything 
in the cloud 

 ..share and discuss their 
research in groups, .. 



Free to download  

http://www.mendeley.com/ 



Thank you! 

https://twitter.com/Scopus 

http://blog.scopus.com/ 

Look out for more developments from Scopus@  



Way too 
much to 

read 

Storing all 
my PDFs 

What 
happens 
when I’m 
off-line? 

Exporting 
references 

into my 
manuscript 

Different 
reference styles 

for  journals 

Writing an  
article with 20 
other people 

Sharing 
relevant 
reading 
material 

Our next steps will be focused on solving 

these problems in the research workflow 

Apply for 
grants 

Search & 
discover 

Read & 
evaluate 
FTA’s 

Share, 
collect & 

store 
Write Submit 

Review & 
publish 

Manage my 
career & 
network 

Current 
awareness 



Thank you! 

https://twitter.com/Scopus 

http://blog.scopus.com/ 

Look out for more developments from Scopus@  



•Coverage across engineering subject areas: completeness of coverage, coverage of Engineering Village, coverage pre-1996; coverage non-English material;  


