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Scopus supporting the 

research cycle 
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Scopus is the Gold standard: more than 150 leading 

research organizations rely on Scopus data  
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How Scopus and Scopus data support the researcher 

workflow 

Find out what already exists in the global world of research output 

Determine how to differentiate your research topic and find new ideas 

Decide what, where and with whom to partner or collaborate with 

Identify and analyze which journals to submit your article; get 
published 

Track impact of your research; monitor global research trends 

Manage your career through citation counts and h-index (and other metrics) 
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Today we will focus on Scopus but it is important to 

remember that Scopus underpins other solutions  

SCOPUS  DATABASE 

 

 

APIs 

Custom Data 

 

 

Mendeley 

METRICS 

RESEARCH OUTCOMES 
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Scopus content coverage 

and selection 
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What content does Scopus include? 

Scopus is ideal compared to other products because it has the broadest 

coverage of global, curated, relevant research, with smart, simple tools to 

help track, analyze and visualize research. 

58.2M records from 22,245 serial titles and 98,060 books 

21.6M pre 1996 records | 36.3M post 1995 records 
 

 

• Content from > 5,000 publishers 

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

• Titles from 105 different countries in all  

geographical regions 

• 40 “local” languages covered 

• More than 4,240 Gold Open Access journals 

indexed 
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Scopus covers different source types for a reason 

JOURNALS 

• Timely 

• Peer-reviewed 
(formal research) 

CONFERENCES 

• Preliminary research 
(can be a bit less 
formal) 

• Newer ideas 

BOOKS 

• Thorough analysis of 
a specific topic 

All subject fields, but 
typical fields with high 

ratio of journal 
publication: chemical, 

biological, health sciences 
etc. 

Mainly of importance in 
Computer Science and 

Engineering-related 
subject fields 

Mainly of importance in 
Social Sciences and the 

Arts & Humanities 

Different source types are added to ensure that coverage, discoverability, 

profiles and impact measurement for research in all subject fields is 

accounted for in Scopus.  
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Different source types to ensure coverage in all subject 

fields 

 

21,362 peer-reviewed 

journals 

362 trade journals 

 

• Full metadata, abstracts 

and cited references (ref’s 

post-1995 only) 

• Pre-1996 cited ref’s 

expansion 4M out of 12M 

• Going back to 1823 

• Funding data from 

acknowledgements 

Physical  

Sciences 

7,443 

Health  

Sciences 

6,795 

Social 

Sciences 

8,086 

Life 

Sciences 

4,492 

JOURNALS 

 

84K events 

7.0M records (12%) 

 

Conf. expansion (2005 – 2013) 

1,017 conferences 

6,022 conf. events 

410K conf. papers 

5M citations 

 

Mainly Engineering and 

Physical Sciences 

CONFERENCES 

 

521 book series 

- 28K Volumes 

- 1.1M items 

 

98,060 stand-alone books 

- 785K items 

 

Books expansion: 

120K books by 2015 

- Focus on Social Sciences 

and A&H 

BOOKS 

Different source types are added to ensure that coverage, discoverability, 

profiles and impact measurement for research in all subject fields is 

accounted for in Scopus.  

Source: Scopus title list (June 2015) 
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Scopus article growth over years 
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Ratio of titles per Publisher in Scopus 

10% 
 

8% 

5% 

5% 
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1% 
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1% 

1% 

Other 

60% 

Source: Scopus title list (February 2015) 
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Broad coverage does not mean poor standards 

• Titles are selected by the independent Content Selection & Advisory Board (CSAB) 

• The CSAB is chosen for their expertise in specific subject areas; many have (journal) Editor experience 

Focus on quality through content selection by the independent CSAB, because: 

• 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 “reflects the truth” 
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Peer-review English 

abstracts 

Regular 

publication 
Roman script 

references 
Pub. ethics 

statement 

Transparent Scopus selection criteria for serial content 

 

Journal Policy Quality of Content Journal Standing Regularity Online Availability 

All titles should meet all minimum criteria in order to be considered for Scopus review: 

Eligible titles are reviewed by the Content Selection & Advisory Board according to a 

combination of 14 quantitative and qualitative selection criteria:  

• Convincing editorial 

concept/policy 

• Type of peer-review 

• Diversity geographic 

distribution of editors 

• Diversity geographic 

distribution of authors 

• Academic 

contribution to the 

field 

• Clarity of abstracts  

• Quality and 

conformity with stated 

aims & scope 

• Readability of 

articles  

• Citedness of journal 

articles in Scopus 

• Editor standing 

• No delay in 

publication schedule 

• Content available 

online 

• English-language 

journal home page 

• Quality of home 

page 

Continuous review process using an online Scopus Title Evaluation Platform (STEP) 

Info: http://www.elsevier.com/online-tools/scopus/content-overview  

Questions: titlesuggestion@scopus.com 
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Scopus title review results and resources 

Rejected Accepted 

In total 4,593 titles reviewed (2011 –2014) of 
which 2,080 (31%) accepted for Scopus 

55 345 
79 

33 36 136 57 
27 29 85 88 237 24 27 33 51 29 21 64 39 

12 84 
33 

18 23 96 41 
26 29 89 94 262 32 38 49 85 50 41 141 87 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%
Titles reviewed: 2011 - 2014 

Collaborations for local content selection 

& advisory boards: 

Thailand: Korea: 

New local boards in 2015: 

Russia: China: 

ERA (Australia) 

UNAM 

Local pro-active content suggestion initiatives: 

? Titul z ČR 

- Aktivní 

- OA 

- Nejčastější vydavatel 
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Curation matters: re-evaluation 

Our customers demand it. Our business depends on it 

The re-evaluation process is essentially a rigorous housekeeping exercise 

designed to ensure that the journal content in Scopus meets the high standards 

we and our customers now demand. 

Identify and 
Evaluate 

Titles 

Select only 
high quality 

content 

Index titles 
Re-evaluate 

Titles 

Discontinue 
poor performing 

titles 

• Annual rolling initiative: 

• Identify and notify underperforming 

journals 

• One year to improve quality based on 

metrics & set benchmarks (output, 

usage, citations, self-citations) 

• If red flag remains, the journal will be 

reviewed by the CSAB with the possible 

consequence of discontinuation in 

Scopus   

• Incentive for continuous journal performance 

• Launch Q1 2015, re-evaluation to start Q1 2016 
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Curation matters 

Identify & 
evaluate 
relevant 
sources 

Select only 
high quality 
content 

Index in 
Scopus 

“ We use your Scopus and Ei Compendex tools to measure and reward research 

activity. When we discovered that some of conferences that you cover didn’t happen, 

we have to ask who is defrauding whom?” 

Our Customers demand it 

Our business depends on it 

The re-evaluation process is essentially a rigorous housekeeping exercise 

designed to ensure that the journal content in Scopus meets the high standards 

we and our customers now demand. 
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The “Scopus effect” 

A biotechnology journal 

Big increase in article output after debut in Scopus  
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Where is the peer-review (an Energy journal)? 
“Aims and scope: … is dedicated to detailed and comprehensive investigations, analyses and appropriate reviews of the 

interdisciplinary aspects of renewable, fossil, biomass, agricultural residues, municipal solid wastes, hydro, solar, nuclear, 

geothermal, wind energy sources, all energy conversion processes, hazardous emissions, environmental protection 

topics included experimental, analytical, industrial studies. Also included are suitable topics regarding energy education 

and education, the efficient energy management and use of air, water, and land resources.” 

An algorithm to extend the lifetime for ad hoc networks

An evaluation index system on undergraduate education based on project-based theoretical theory

Analysis of cultural connotation of bronze drinking vessels in Zhou Dynasty 

Analysis of flow signal of Chinese vowels and consonants

Analysis of related factors in children with behavior problems 

Case investigation on rotavirus infection for lactose intolerance 

Clinical application of gastrointestinal perioperative surgery on gastrointestinal function recovery

Cultural dimension of musical iconology based on graph clustering 

Design on digital library user modeling based on domain ontology

Discussion on network sports group becoming a new form of physical activity in the Internet age

Early intervention and evaluation of high-risk infants craniocerebral injury 

Educational and psychological intervention in the students' positive emotions 

Evaluation of urban basic pension insurance based on AHP

Extracurricular sports lifestyle in university based on ELECTRE-II evaluation approach 

GA-HMM gene identification model for abnormal emergency based on immunology

Guanxi with government officials and organizational performance: the mediating role of lobbying

Mechanical analysis of tennis racket and ball during impact based on finite element method 

Music emotion cognitive system and retrieval mechanism 

Ontology similarity measuring and ontology mapping algorithm based on MEE criterion

Outdoor space type and characteristic analysis of the kindergarten 

Perspective of Zhangzhen to China increasing peasants’ income 

Predicament faced by exotic culture in interior home space design application—Zhengzhou as an example 

Research on the long-term care emend for the elderly in China

Strategic analysis of the problems in microblog operation in college 

Study on the patterns of Zhuang brocade 

Urban music culture and cultural Trade based on J2EE 

Urinary tract infection bacteria distribution and drug resistance analysis 

Study on the nursing care for kidney transplant patient with respiratory system infection
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Re-evaluation of journals covered in Scopus 

Journal performance against average in the field: 

• Output 

• Citations (including self-citations) 

• Usage 

 

Publication Ethics Concerns 

 

Inform journal and opportunity to  improve 

performance 

Measure journal performance again 

Re-evaluation by the Content Selection & Advisory Board 

Investigation by the Scopus team 

 

Discontinue the forward flow of the title in Scopus 
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Methodology: re-evaluation metrics and benchmarks 

Metric Benchmark Explanation 

Self-citations 200% The journal has a self-citation rate two times higher, or 
more, when compared to peer journals in its subject field.  

Citations 50% The journal received half the number of citations, when 

compared to peer journals in its subject field. 

Impact Per 

Publication 
50% The journal has an IPP score half or less than the average IPP 

score, when compared to peer journals in its subject field. 

Article Output 50% The journal produced half, or less, the number of articles, 

when compared to peer journals in its subject field. 

Abstract Usage 50% The journal’s abstract are used half as much, or less, when 

compared to peer journals in its subject field. 

Full Text Links 50% The journal’s full text are used half as much, or less, when 

compared to peer journals in its subject field. 
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Re-evaluation: metrics and benchmark 

Important: Journals are only up for Re-evaluation if the journal 

underperforms in all 6 metrics. If 1 improves, journal will be taken off the 

Re-evaluation list 
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Comparison with nearest peer 

Scopus 
22,245 

Web of Science 
12,140 

Scopus 

7,443 (+73%) 

WoS 

4,291 

Scopus 

6,795 (+96%) 

WoS 

3,472 

Scopus 

4,492 (+50%) 

WoS 

3,002 

Scopus 

8,086 (+99%)  

WoS 

4,060 

Physical Sciences Health Sciences Life Sciences Social Sciences 

~12K titles (Core Collection) 

 

3,300 publishers 

 

Updated weekly 

 

 

~22K titles 

 

>5,000 publishers 

 

Updated daily 

 

 

 

Source: Web of Science Real Facts, Web of Science title list and Scopus’ own data (April 2015) 
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Scopus API to provide Scopus data as key citation 

information on the publisher and/or customer platform 
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Journal and Article Level 

Metrics 
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More accuracy, transparency, more metrics 

www.journalmetrics.com/  
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IPP: Impact per Publication 

All 20K journals have a Impact per Publication (IPP) measuring the ratio of 

citations per article published in the journal 

• Peer-reviewed papers (Article, 

Review and Conference Paper) only 

• Three year citation window 

 

  

Papers published in Y-1 to Y-3 

# Citations in Year Y to papers 

published in Y-1 to Y-3 
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SNIP: Source-normalized impact per paper 

Journal IIP Citation Potential SNIP (IIP/Citation Potential) 

Inventiones Mathematicae 1.5 0.4 3.8 

Molecular Cell 13.0 3.2 4.0 

All >20K journals have a Source-normalized impact per paper (SNIP) 

measuring contextual citation impact by weighting citations per subject field 

• Peer-reviewed papers only 

• Three year citation window 

• Field’s frequency and immediacy of 

citation 

• Database coverage 

• Journal’s scope and focus 

• Measured relative to database median 

 

  

Impact per Publication (IPP) 

Citations potential in its 

subject field 
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SJR: SCImago Journal Rank 

All 20K journals have a SCImago Journal Rank (SJR) a prestige metric based on 

the idea that not all citations are equal 

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 

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 
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Example 

Use title list to find: 

 

• ? the best Czech journals 

• ? the highest SNIP and SJR 
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Integration of article level metrics 

into Scopus 

Mendeley readership 

Statistics shows how many times Mendeley 

users have downloaded a specific article to their 

libraries.  

Altmetric is a way to see all of the social or 

mainstream media mentions gathred for a 

particular paper as well as reader counts on 

popular reference managers 
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Integration of article level metrics into Scopus 
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Integration of article level metrics into Scopus 
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Integration of article level metrics into Scopus 
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* Data provided by altmetric.com 

Scholarly Commentary tab includes: 

 

- Blog posts, reviews, Wikipedia 

articles, etc. by experts and 

scholars* 

http://www.altmetric.com/
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* Data provided by altmetric.com 

Mass Media tab includes: 

 

- Coverage of this article in the mass 

media, e.g. newspapers and trade 

magazines* 

http://www.altmetric.com/
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* Data provided by altmetric.com 

Social Activity tab includes: 

 

- Mentions of this article in social 

media* 

http://www.altmetric.com/
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* Data provided by altmetric.com 

Social Activity tab includes: 

 

- Percentile Benchmarks for Social 

Activity and underying data sources 

- Twitter demographic map 

http://www.altmetric.com/
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Using Scopus 
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• Quick, easy access to an objective and transparent overview of 

the performance of your own and your competitors’ journals over 

time 

- Compare up to 10 sources on a variety of parameters (SNIP, SJR, 

Citations, Documents, Percentage Not-Cited, Percentage Review) 

- Provide access to a transparent and objective overview of the journal 

landscape going back to 1996 

 

Journal Analyzer – Compare Journals 

39 
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Journal Analyzer 
 

40 

Key take-away: Use the analyser to Benchmark and compare 
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Analyze results 

• A tool launched in 2012, providing helpful graphics and table 

displays to gain more insight into search results 

• Measures quantity: # documents on 7 parameters 

Key take-away: Use Scopus to identify new and interesting areas of research 
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Analyze results 

7 parameters to choose from: Year, Source title, Author name, Affiliation name, 

Country, Document type and Subject area 

Key take-away: Analyse search results to provide high level detail 
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Scopus Author Profile Page – reviewers or potential authors 

Publication 
volume 

Citation 
and impact 

H-Index  
Content 
overview 

Key take-away: Use author searches to find reviewers and authors 
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Author Evaluator - Author/Review deep dive 

Publication 
source 

H-Index 
graphed by 

publication and 
citation 

frequency 

Citation 
frequency over 

time  

Co-author 
analysis and 

mapping 

Key take-away: Use the Author Evaluator to gain the best insight into a potential 

reviewer or author 
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Citation Overview – Authors 
 

Citation frequency over time 

Citation by journal  

“Self citation” 

45 

Key take-away: Use the 

Citation Overview to track 

author output and output 

impacts over time 
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Scopus Author Profiles – algorithmic creation with 

manual refinement  

Create the most accurate profiles with the least effort  
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ORCID has been gaining users – and integrated in 

Elsevier systems! 
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Scopus affiliation profile 



 | 
49 Sales Training 101  | 

Scopus supports the goals of users at both the institutional and 
individual level 

POST-DOC 
RESEARCHER 

•How do I make 
sure I don’t miss 
any relevant 
information?  

 

•How can I get a 
quick overview of a 
new subject area? 

 

•Which journals 
should I publish in 
to make myself 
more visible to the 
research 
community? 

 

•How can I get 
tenure and 
advance my 
career? 

 

•How do I find 
funding? 

 

 

SENIOR 
RESEARCHER 

•How do I compare 
myself and my 
research team 
against peers? 

 

•How many times 
have I been cited 
by others? 

 

•Who should I 
collaborate with to 
increase my 
chances of 
publishing 
successfully and 
getting cited? 

 

•How do I get 
funding? 

LIBRARIAN 

•How can I make 
best use of our 
library resources? 

 

•Do my patrons 
have access to the 
broadest and most 
recent research 
literature?  

DEAN OF 
RESEARCH 

•How can I increase 
and optimize 
deployment of 
institutional 
resources and 
funding? 

 

•How can I increase 
my organization’s  
prestige and 
ranking? 

 

•How can I increase 
department/institut
e productivity 
systematically? 

CORPORATE 
RESEARCHER / 
INFORMATION 

SPECIALIST 

•How can I get a 
quick overview of a 
new subject area? 

 

•What are my 
competitors 
working on? 

 

•Who is the key 
opinion leader in a 
specific area? 

 

•How can I increase 
productivity and 
decrease cost/time 
to market? 

•How can I make 
the most of my 
company’s 
resources? 
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Thank you! 

http://twitter.com/Scopus 

http://blog.scopus.com/ 

Look out for more developments from Scopus @  


