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Abstract 
This paper investigates the developments during the last decades in the use of languages, publication types, and 
publication channels, in the social sciences and humanities (SSH). The purpose of the study is to develop an 
understanding of the processes of internationalization and to apply this understanding in a critical examination of 
an often used criterion in research evaluations in the SSH: Coverage in Scopus or Web of Science is seen in 
itself as an expression of research quality and of internationalization. This extrinsic ‘coverage criterion’ is 
beyond the control of academia and without support in analysis of how research quality and relevance is 
achieved through scholarly publishing in the SSH. It needs to be replaced by intrinsic criteria based on the SSH’s 
own concepts of field-specific research excellence and societal relevance. The study will demonstrate this by 
using data from scholarly publishing in the SSH that go beyond the coverage in the commercial data sources by 
giving a more comprehensive representation of the SSH. 

Conference Topic 
Science policy and research assessment 

Introduction 
The presence of publications in Scopus or Web of Science (WoS) has increasingly become a 
criterion in evaluations of research in the social sciences and humanities (SSH). Some 
countries have even installed protocols for research evaluation or performance-based funding 
models where publications that are indexed by the commercial databases are treated 
separately in indicators of “internationalization” and “research quality”. In other countries, 
there is a general belief that research quality can be promoted in the SSH by expecting more 
publications in the limited number of international journals that have been selected for 
indexing. Consequently, for several years already, Elsevier and Thomson Reuters have 
experienced a pressure from researchers in the SSH to have more journals indexed. Both 
providers have responded by increasing the coverage of journals and book series, and, 
recently, even of books in the SSH. However, the coverage of the scholarly publication output 
in the SSH is still limited (Sivertsen, 2014). The shortage is mainly due to the more 
heterogeneous scholarly publication patterns in the SSH where publishing in international 
journals is supplemented by book publishing and the use of journals in the native languages 
(Hicks, 2004; Archambault et al, 2006; Engels, Ossenblok & Spruyt, 2012; Sivertsen & 
Larsen, 2012; Sivertsen, 2014).  
Just as with the abuse of Journal Impact Factors in research assessment in science, technology 
and medicine (STM), the ‘coverage criterion’ in the SSH represents an artefact which is 
external to and beyond the control of the scholarly norms and standards that it is sought to 
represent. It creates unnecessary tensions between fields in the SSH with different degrees of 
coverage in the databases. It also creates debates about what will happen to the use of books 
and native languages in the SSH. In these debates, the general development towards 
publishing in journals covered by Scopus or Web of Science is often perceived as “inevitable” 
and driven by new evaluation regimes, not by internal scholarly standards. In this study, I will 
develop an understanding of the processes of internationalization in the SSH which is 
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independent of the ‘coverage criterion’ and instead related to concepts of field-specific 
research excellence and societal relevance in the SSH.  

Methods 
For the purpose of this study, data are needed that give a complete representation of scholarly 
publishing it the SSH, also of publications in books, series and journals not covered by 
Scopus or Web of Science. In 2005, Norway was the first country to establish a national 
information system with complete quality-assured bibliographic data covering all peer-
reviewed scholarly publishing in the total higher education sector (Schneider, 2009; Sivertsen, 
2010). This national system, which is now called CRISTIN (Current Research Information 
System in Norway) and has been expanded beyond the higher education sector, provides the 
main source of data for this study.  
The methodology of the bibliographic data collection in the Norwegian CRISTIN database 
(www.cristin.no) has been published earlier (Sivertsen, 2010; Sivertsen & Larsen, 2012; 
Sivertsen, 2014). Scientific and scholarly publications of all fields are covered completely 
according to an agreed definition. Among other criteria, the definition demands originality 
and scholarly format in the publication and peer-review in its publication channels. All 
publication channels (journals, series, book publishers) and publication types (see below) are 
standardized in the database. 
Humanities is defined in our study as the disciplines included in this major area in the OECD 
Field Classification.1 The Social Sciences are defined in the same way with the exception of 
Psychology, which we have not included in this study. Note that Law and Educational 
Research are classified as social sciences by OECD.  
Two supplementing data sets (A, B) will be used, each of them for a more specific purpose: 

A. For the analysis of publication patterns in the SSH down to the level of individual researchers, 
we use data from the above-mentioned CRISTIN system which cover the four years 2010-
2013. The unit of analysis is publications per researcher within a variable of three publication 
types (articles in journals or series with ISSN; articles in books; books) and a dichotomous 
variable of languages (Norwegian (the native language); International languages). The data 
include 1,895 unique researchers in the humanities with 7,145 unique publications, and 3,229 
unique researchers in the social sciences with 11,817 unique publications.  

B. For the analysis of the development of publication patterns in the SSH over time, we use data 
that are defined and collected in the same way as in data set A, but aggregated at the level of 
disciplines. The data cover the years 2005-2011. The unit of analysis is publication per 
discipline (and major area) with the same variables of publication types and languages as in 
data set A. Data set B includes 14,558 unique publications in the humanities and 19,450 
unique publications in the social sciences. 

Results, Part I: Characteristics of the Publication Patterns in the SSH 
As seen in Table 1, publications in journals and series represent a little more than half of the 
publications in the humanities and two thirds of the publications in the social sciences, 
indicating that book publishing is important as well, especially in the form of articles in books 
(edited volumes). There are, however, just as wide differences within each of the two major 
areas: Only 45 per cent of the publications in History are in journals, compared to 61 per cent 
in Linguistics. In Sociology, only 46 per cent of the publications are in journals, compared to 
75 per cent in Economics. 
 

 

                                                
1  OECD: REVISED FIELD OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY (FOS) CLASSIFICATION IN THE 
FRASCATI MANUAL, version 26-Feb-2007, DSTI/EAS/STP/NESTI (2006)19/FINAL. 
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Table 1. Number and percentage publications per publication type. Based on data set A. 

 Humanities 
N 

Humanities 
% 

Soc Sci 
N 

Soc Sci 
% 

Books 328 4.6 % 273 2.3 % 
Articles in books 2,861 40.0 % 3,640 30.8 % 
Articles in journals or series 3,956 55.4 % 7,904 66.9 % 
Total 7,145 100.0 % 11,817 100.0 % 

 
The scholarly publication types in the SSH are often discussed as if they represent alternatives 
to each other: Is the use of one of the publication types increasing at the cost of the others? 
Are monographs becoming obsolete in the SSH? Before we study the trends, we shall observe 
an indication that the publication types are supplementing each other rather than competing 
with each other. As seen in Table 2, the numbers and percentages of the researchers that 
actually use a certain publication type are significantly higher than in Table 1, indicating that 
more than one publication type is often present in the publishing profile of an individual 
researcher. As an example, although less than a third of the publications in the social sciences 
are articles in books, more than half of the researchers are using this publication type. 
 

Table 2. Number and percentage of the researchers using a publication type within four years. 
Based on data set A. 

 Humanities 
N 

Humanities 
% 

Soc Sci 
N 

Soc Sci 
% 

Books 297 15.7 % 273 8.5 % 
Articles in books 1,187 62.6 % 1,676 51.9 % 
Articles in journals or series 1,537 81.1 % 2,775 85.9 % 
Total (unique researchers) 1,895  3,229  

 
Table 3 demonstrates to what degree the publishing profiles of individual researchers include 
more than one publication type. Even in the social sciences, where journal articles represent 
two thirds of the output, almost half of the researchers who publish these articles also use 
other publication types.  
 

Table 3. Number and percentage of the researchers using a publication type that also uses 
another publication type within four years. The percentages are related to the numbers (N) in 

Table 2. Based on data set A. 

 Humanities 
N 

Humanities 
% 

Soc Sci 
N 

Soc Sci 
% 

Books 265 89.2 % 250 91.6 % 
Articles in books 891 75.1 % 1,275 76.1 % 
Articles in journals or series 930 60.5 % 1,291 46.5 % 

 
So far, we can conclude that book publishing and journal publishing seem to supplement each 
other rather than represent alternatives in the SSH. We will return to a possible explanation 
for this in the discussion at the end. 
We now turn to another dimension in the publication patterns of the SSH – the language 
dimension. In non-English speaking countries, the use of the native language in scholarly 
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publications is an indication that the publication is mainly oriented at a national or regional 
audience of readers in which not only peers, but also students, policy makers, professionals, 
media and a wider public may be reached as well. Since scholarly publications in the native 
languages are relatively frequent in the SSH, publishing in an international language is, on the 
other hand, not the normal situation, as in the sciences, but a clear expression of an ambition 
to reach an international audience of experts in the field.  
We proceed as with the publication types and start with an overview of the use of language in 
publications in Table 4. In both the humanities and the social sciences, the majority of 
scholarly publications are in the international languages. However, publications in the native 
language are much more frequent than in the sciences, indicating that such publications have 
a specific role in the SSH.  

Table 4. Number and percentage publications per language type. Based on data set A. 

 Humanities 
N 

Humanities 
% 

Soc Sci 
N 

Soc Sci 
% 

International language 4,368 61.1 % 8,666 71.7 % 
Norwegian language 2,777 38.9 % 3,418 28.3 % 
Total 7,145 100.0 % 11,817 100.0 % 

 
Again, the question may be raised: Are the native and international languages supplementing 
each other, or are they competing as alternatives? By going down to the level of individual 
researchers, we can observe in Table 5 that high proportions of the researchers combine both 
types of languages in their publication practice. While a majority of researchers publish in the 
international languages, there is no minority of researchers publishing in the native language 
only. Researchers in the SSH are normally bilingual in their publication practice (if their 
native language is not English). 
Table 5. Number and percentage of the researchers using international and native languages in 

their scholarly publications within four years. Based on data set A. 

 Humanities 
N 

Humanities 
% 

Soc Sci 
N 

Soc Sci 
% 

International language 1,482 78.2 % 2,687 83.2 % 
Norwegian language 1,228 64.8 % 1,725 53.4 % 
Total (unique researchers) 1,895  3,229  

 
A more general conclusion from the results so far, is that although the majority of 
publications in the SSH are published in journals and in international languages, the majority 
of researchers are publishing in books and in the native language as well. Is this picture 
changing? 

Results, Part II: Developments in the Publication Patterns in the SSH 
To study the developments, we use data set B, by which it is possible to cover a longer period 
of time. The general picture is that the publication patterns in the SSH are quite stable, both 
with regard to publication types (Figure 1) and the use of international versus native 
languages (Figure 2). In relative shares, the uses of international languages and of journals are 
increasing, but not by a high rate. In absolute numbers, there is no in reduction book 
publishing or the use of the native language, since in data set B, which we are using here, 
there was an increase in the total number of publications by more than 50 per cent between 
2005 and 2011. 
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