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Pros and Cons of switch to commercial systems

 more functionality

 continuous development

 metrics based on 
international accepted 
theory

 recognized by evaluation 
committees

 calculation less 
transparent

 trend break upon 
switching

++ --



Why a comparison of systems?

 Current bibliometrics*:

● ESI – Baselines

● Web of Science citations

 ESI: 22 very broad categories, InCites 225, SciVal 27 
main and 308 Sub fields.

 Coverage of journals in the Social and Applied Sciences 
is higher for Scopus than Web of Sciences

 Dimensions: New player in the field of bibliometrics

*Van Veller, M.G.P. et al. 2010. Bibliometric analyses on repository contents 
for the evaluation of research at Wageningen UR. In: A. Katsirikou and C.H. 
Skiadas (eds.) Qualitative and Quantitative Methods in Libraries: Theory and 
Applications. p.19-26. http://edepot.wur.nl/7266. 

http://edepot.wur.nl/7266


Coverage of the systems

(WUR – Academic Journal Publications - 2009-2014)

WUR-CRIS with doi with Scopus ID with WoS ID

18,623 16,975 17,149 16,360

91% 92% 88%

Dimensions SciVal Web of Science

13,209 16,602 15,366

71% 89% 83%



dataset

 publications from 24 chair groups, business units and 
research institutes

 period 2009-2014

 publications in journals (refereed, non-refereed, 
conference papers)

 available in all three databases (Web of Science, Scopus, 
Dimensions)

 > 7000 publications 
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Conclusions

 Coverage and citations of Dimensions and SciVal is 
higher than Staff Publications (WoS/ESI)

 Commercial Databases have more Research Fields than 
ESI

 Dimensions needs updating of name variations in 
affiliations for Wageningen University and Research
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missing doi in CRIS

 set of 7498 records

 initial 7251 with doi (96.7%)

 103 missing doi’s found

 after check: 7354 records 

with doi (98.1%)
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article is missing in database

 small fraction of articles 0.4% is missing in Scopus 
although the journal is indexed in Scopus
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Pure matching algorithm makes mistakes (1)
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Pure matching algorithm makes mistakes (1)
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Pure matching algorithm makes mistakes (1)
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Pure matching algorithm makes mistakes (2)
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Pure matching algorithm makes mistakes (2)
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Pure matching algorithm makes mistakes (2)
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two records of same article in Scopus

WUR 2014-2018: 0.2% with duplicate records (26 of 15,274)
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“old” Scopus-IDs in CRIS

 replaced by: 2-s2.0-
84891675324

 0.5% of records in set 
with a Scopus-ID has an 
“old” ID



wrong meta-data in Scopus
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recommendations

 important to get the right ID’s in your CRIS

● use API (e.g. Web of Science)

 regularly check EID’s (Scopus)

 check Pure matching algorithm 

● EID’s matched with publications types not available 
in Scopus

 compare metadata CRIS and databases
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Thank you!

peter.vandertogt@wur.nl

ellen.fest@wur.nl

26


