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Introduction

The evaluation systems in the Czech Republic (Good at al. 2015) and in Poland (Korytkowski
& Kulezycki 2019) favour journal articles indexed in Web of Science (WoS) and Scopus over
books and other types of outputs. However, researchers in social sciences and humanities (SSH)
in the Czech Republic commonly are of the opinion that they cannot simply publish in WoS
journals, due to many (whether real or perceived) issues, e.g. the study of locally relevant topics,
language barriers, and lack of journals in their field (Linkova 2014, Sima 2017). Many authors
in other Central and Eastern European (CEE) countries probably hold similar opinions.

This paper will deal with two questions: 1) whether publication patterns in SSH have changed
in favour of WoS-indexed journals (despite the resistance mentioned) and 2) whether the
publication patterns have changed in favour of journals ranked higher in the Journal Citation
Reports. We analysed the Czech Republic, Slovakia and Poland representing countries with
similar cultural and political heritage and compared the patterns with Flanders and Norway
representing Western and Nordic countries.

Methods

We used the data in a timeframe 2013—-2016 acquired from the national databases as an essential
data sources for SSH (Kulczycki et al. 2018, Sile et al. 2018). First, we analysed the share of
journal articles in the total number of SSH peer-reviewed articles in journals, monographs and
edited books, and chapters and conference proceedings in national databases. Second, we
analysed the proportion of journal articles indexed in WoS (coverage). Third, we analysed the
distribution of WoS-indexed articles in WoS citation indexes according to journal indexation,
where applicable, with the distinction of quartiles derived from the ranking of journals by the
impact factor (JIF).



Preliminary results

The share of journal articles

Flanders and Norway have a higher share of journal articles in the total count of peer-reviewed
articles, books, chapters and proceedings in their national databases than the Czech Republic,
Poland and Slovakia in both the Social Sciences and the Humanities. In Social Sciences (Figure
1), the shares are rather stable in each of the countries. Poland is the only country where the
share is decreasing. In Humanities (Figure 2), the overall share of journal articles is lower than
in Social Sciences. Also, fluctuations in Humanities seem somewhat larger than in Social
Sciences, where the share of articles is on the rise in the Czech Republic, Slovakia and Flanders
yet is decreasing in Poland and fluctuating in Norway. The overall differences between
countries seem less pronounced.
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Figure 1. The share of journal articles in Social Sciences.
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Figure 2. The share of journal articles in Humanities.



The coverage of journal articles in WoS

Tables 1-2 show the number and the percentage of articles in WoS-indexed journals in SSH.
In Social Sciences (Table 1), the Czech Republic and Slovakia display high dynamics in
increasing the share of articles in WoS-covered journals. In Flanders, the percentage is also
increasing but reaches higher orders than in CEE countries. In Humanities (Table 2), the
changes are happening slowly. In all SSH, Norway has a stable proportion of articles in WoS-
covered journals. The coverage of journal articles from Poland is low and the growth is
moderate.

Table 1. Coverage — Social Sciences.

2013 2014 2015 2016
# % # % # % # %
Czech Republic 775 17.7% 864 20.1% 1066 24.6% 1144 26.0%
Flanders 1632 60.3% 1753 61.3% 1689 64.4%
Norway 2102 64.1% 2223 64.9% 2374 65.1% 2591 64.9%
Poland 1402 7.2% 1683 8.0% 2070 10.2% 1994 10.8%
Slovakia 302 10.7% 336 11.5% 529 17.9%

Table 2. Coverage — Humanities.

2013 2014 2015 2016
# % # % # % # %
Czech Republic 465 15.7% 531 16.0% 531 16.7% 554 18.2%
Flanders 639 57.7% 633 54.3% 507 54.1%
Norway 402 34.0% 405 30.8% 491 34.5% 490 40.7%
Poland 796 8.2% 779 7.7% 856 8.4% 756 9.3%
Slovakia 177 14.7% 188 13.9% 236 18.1%

The distribution of journal articles in citation indexes in WoS

Figures 3—8 show the share of articles in particular WoS citation indexes relative to all WoS-
indexed articles. Most articles were assigned to the Science Citation Index and Social Sciences
Citation Index (Q1-Q4), Arts & Humanities Citation Index (AHCI) and the Emerging Sources
Citation Index (ESCI). Category “other” represents a minority of journal articles included in
Book Citation Indexes, Conference Proceedings Citation Indexes and journals without JIF.

In Social Sciences, we find an increasing proportion of ESCI-indexed journals in each country
except Poland, but most obviously in Slovakia. A similar trend of a growing proportion of
articles in Q1 and Q2 is observed in the Czech Republic and Poland, whereas in Flanders and
Norway is rather stable yet the overall percentage is higher.
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Figure 3. Czech Republic — Social Sciences.
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Figure 4. Poland — Social Sciences.
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Figure 5. Slovakia — Social Sciences.

In Humanities, country profiles are similar. In all countries, the proportion of ESCI is growing
and AHCI is declining in most disciplines. The share of journals with JIF is low and the trend
is rather moderate.
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Figure 6. Czech Republic — Humanities.
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Figure 7. Poland — Humanities.

Preliminary conclusions

Our results show that especially in Social Sciences and in CEE countries publication patterns
changed in favour of WoS-indexed journals. Also, the patterns changed towards journals in Q1
and Q2 dynamically in the Czech Republic and Poland. In Humanities, the changes are
happening slowly. There are differences between individual disciplines. The finer-grained
results will be presented and discussed at the conference.
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