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The Web of Science Core Collection
At the heart of the Web of Science platform

Web of Science

Core Collection , o
I Science Citation Index Expanded (SCIE)

I Social Sciences Citation Index (SSCI)

I Arts & Humanities Citation Index (AHCI)
ESC I Emerging Sources Citation Index (ESCI)

I Books Citation Index (BKCI)

Conference Proceedings Citation Index (CPCI)

BKCI CPCI I

0 Clarivate'" Clarivate 2023 2



Journal Evaluation Process

and Selection Criteria



|

Any journal that fails to meet all quality criteria will be removed from the Web of
Science Core Collection

Web of Science Journal Evaluation
Process and Selection Criteria

Web of Science
Core Collection

Journals that meet the quality criteria
enter ESCI

Lose quality

Journals that meet quality and impact criteria ]

enter SCIE, SSCI or AHCI

—> ESCI

Quality criteria

BKCI CPCI

ESCl journals that gain impact move to SCIE,
SSCI or AHCI

Quality criteria Quality criteria

SCIE, SSCl and AHCI journals that decrease
in impact move to ESCI

(3 Cla rivate" Clarivate 2023




Journal Evaluation Process

1. Initial

: . 2. Editorial Triage 3. Editorial Evaluation
Quality & Impact Triage 9
Quality Criteria Impact Criteria
v ISSN v" Scholarly Content v' Editorial Board v' Comparative
v' Journal Title v Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition Citation Analysis
v Journal in English v' Validity of Statements v Author Citation
28 Publisher v Bibliographic Information in v Peer Review Analysis
v URL (online Roman Script v Content Relevance v EBM Citation
Selection Crite ria journals) v' Clarity of Language v Grant Support Details Analysis
v' Content Access v' Timeliness and/or Publication Volume v Adherence to Community 4 Cpntgnt
v Presence of v" Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards Significance
Peer Review v' Presence of Ethics Statements v' Author Distribution
Policy v’ Editorial Affiliation Details v Appropriate Citations to
v' Contact Details v Author Affiliation Details the Literature
24 Successful outcomes >
qua | Ity criteria to SeleCt for Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCI and is evaluated Enters
. . | . triage for impact SCIE/SSCI/AHCI
editorial rigor and
publlshlng best practice Unsuccessful outcomes >
Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality Failed editorial
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation impact evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to Entry/continued
Re-submission On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission embargo of at least two years coverage in ESCI
4 welcome as soon subject to embargo of at least one year Citation activity is
. . . as issues have been monitored
|mpaCt criteria to SeleCt for resolved Re-evaluation
. ) subject to journal
the most impactful journals performance

0 Clarivate'" Clarivate 2023 5



M ol Trage 5. Echoral valaton The Initial triage stage ensures unambiguous

Triage

identification of the journal, access to content and

ISSN Scholarly Content Editorial Board

Journal Title Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition C O n t a Ct S .
Journal in English Validity of Statements
Publisher Bibliographic Information in Peer Review

URL (online Roman Script Content Relevance
journals) Clarity of Language Grant Support Details
Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume Adherence to Community
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution

Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact
Details

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission . . L embargo of at least two years
On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission

subject to embargo of at least one year

welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

Initial Triage

Contact Details

Editorial Evaluation (Impact)

l> ClariV te“ Clarivate 2023 6




Initial
Triage

2.  Editorial Triage

3. Editorial Evaluation

Quality Criteria

ISSN
Journal Title
Journal
Publisher
URL (online
journals)
Content
Access
Presence of
Peer Review
Policy

Scholarly Content

Article Titles and Article and Abstracts
in English

Bibliographic Information in

Roman Script

Clarity of Language

Timeliness and/or Publication Volume
Website Functionality/Journal Format
Presence of Ethics Statements
Editorial Affiliation Details

Author Affiliation Details

Editorial Board
Composition

Validity of Statements
Peer Review

Content Relevance

Grant Support Details
Adherence to Community
Standards

Author Distribution
Appropriate Citations to
the Literature

The Initial triage stage ensures unambiguous

identification of the journal, access to content and

contacts.

Contact
Details

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission embargo of at least two years
On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission
subject to embargo of at least one year

welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

Initial Triage 2 No embargo on re-submission

Contact Details

Editorial Evaluation (Impact)

l> Clarivate“ Clarivate 2023 7




M ol Trage 5. Echoral valaton The Initial triage stage ensures unambiguous

Triage

identification of the journal, access to content and

ISSN Scholarly Content Editorial Board

Journal Title Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition C O n t a Ct S .
Journal in English Validity of Statements
Publisher Bibliographic Information in Peer Review

URL (online Roman Script Content Relevance
journals) Clarity of Language Grant Support Details
Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume Adherence to Community
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution

Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact
Details

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission . . L embargo of at least two years
On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission

subject to embargo of at least one year

welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

Initial Triage

Contact Details

Editorial Evaluation (Impact)

l> ClariV te“ Clarivate 2023 8




R IR s cetorl Evauation Editorial Triage determines if the journal merits a

Triage

complete in-depth evaluation. Basic editorial practices

ISSN Scholarly Content Editorial Board =

Journal Title Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition a re re V | e W e d .
Journal in English Validity of Statements

Publisher Bibliographic Information in Peer Review

URL (online Roman Script

journals) Clarity of Language

Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution
Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact

Details

Content Relevance
Grant Support Details
Adherence to Community

AN AN N NN AN

Scholarly content

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission embargo of at least two years
On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission
subject to embargo of at least one year

welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

Initial Triage

Author Affiliation Details
l> Clarivate“ Clarivate 2023 9
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R IR s cetorl Evauation Editorial Triage determines if the journal merits a

Triage

complete in-depth evaluation. Basic editorial practices

ISSN Scholarly Content Editorial Board =

Journal Title Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition a re re V | e W e d .
Journal in English Validity of Statements
Publisher Bibliographic Information in Peer Review

URL (online Roman Script Content Relevance
journals) Clarity of Language Grant Support Details
Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume Adherence to Community
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution

Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact

Details

Scholarly content

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission embargo of at least two years
On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission
subject to embargo of at least one year

welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

Initial Triage

) First evaluation: No embargo on re-submission

Consecutive evaluations:1-year embargo on resubmission

Author Affiliation Details
l> Clarivate“ Clarivate 2023 10
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R IR s cetorl Evauation Editorial Triage determines if the journal merits a

Triage

complete in-depth evaluation. Basic editorial practices

ISSN Scholarly Content Editorial Board =

Journal Title Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition a re re V | e W e d .
Journal in English Validity of Statements

Publisher Bibliographic Information in Peer Review

URL (online Roman Script

journals) Clarity of Language

Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution
Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact

Details

Content Relevance
Grant Support Details
Adherence to Community

AN AN N NN AN

Scholarly content

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission embargo of at least two years
On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission
subject to embargo of at least one year

welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

Initial Triage

Author Affiliation Details
l> Clarivate“ Clarivate 2023 11
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R s eatoril Evauaton At the Quality step we check the alignment of the

Triage

journal’s title and scope with the editorial board and

Eomo” published content. Evidence of editorial rigour is also

Journal Title Avrticle Titles and Article and Abstracts

Journal in English Validity of Statements
Publisher Bibliographic Information in

URL (online Roman Script

journals) Clarity of Language

Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution
Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact
Details

Peer Review
Content Relevance h t f
Grant Support Details S O u g O r-

Adherence to Community

AN AN N NN AN

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Editorial Board Composition

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission . . L embargo of at least two years
On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission

subject to embargo of at least one year

welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

Initial Triage

Editorial Evaluation (Impact) Appropriate Citations to the Literature
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R s eatoril Evauaton At the Quality step we check the alignment of the

Triage

journal’s title and scope with the editorial board and

Eomo” published content. Evidence of editorial rigour is also

Journal Title Avrticle Titles and Article and Abstracts

Journal in English Validity of Statements
Publisher Bibliographic Information in

URL (online Roman Script

journals) Clarity of Language

Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution
Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact

Details

Peer Review
Content Relevance h t f
Grant Support Details S O u g O r-

Adherence to Community

AN AN N NN AN

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Editorial Board Composition

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission . . L embargo of at least two years
welcome as soon Or;);ocrt]stecutl\ée evaluftlfslns. I:e-submlssmn
as issues have subje [0 embargo ot at least one year

been resolved

Initial Triage

Editorial Evaluation (Impact) Appropriate Citations to the Literature
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R s eatoril Evauaton At the Quality step we check the alignment of the

Triage

journal’s title and scope with the editorial board and

Eomo” published content. Evidence of editorial rigour is also

Journal Title Avrticle Titles and Article and Abstracts

Journal in English Validity of Statements
Publisher Bibliographic Information in

URL (online Roman Script

journals) Clarity of Language

Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution
Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact

Details

Peer Review
Content Relevance h t f
Grant Support Details S O u g O r-

Adherence to Community

AN AN N NN AN

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Editorial Board Composition

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission . . L embargo of at least two years
welcome as soon Or;);ocrt]stecutl\ée evaluftlfslns. I:e-submlssmn
as issues have subje [0 embargo ot at least one year

been resolved

Initial Triage

Editorial Evaluation (Impact) Appropriate Citations to the Literature
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Initial
Triage

Quality Criteria

ISSN Scholarly Content Editorial Board

Journal Title Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition

Journal in English Validity of Statements
Publisher Bibliographic Information in Peer Review

URL (online Roman Script Content Relevance
journals) Clarity of Language Grant Support Details
Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume Adherence to Community
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution

Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Relfiey Author Affiliation Details the Literature
Contact
Details

2.  Editorial Triage 3. Editorial Evaluation

Web of Science
Core Collection

Successful outcomes
Quality & impact
criteria

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

— SCIE 3 sscl 3 AHCI
Unsuccessful outcomes

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality }—

cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation

completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to . .
Re-submission embargo of at least two years Evaluatlon LOSE quahty
On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission
subject to embargo of at least one year

welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

BKCI CPCI

Initial Triage

Quality criteria Quality criteria

Editorial Evaluation (Impact)

(> Clarlvate“ Clarivate 2023 15




1. Initial
Triage

Quality Criteria

ISSN Scholarly Content Editorial Board

Journal Title Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition

Journal in English Validity of Statements
Publisher Bibliographic Information in Peer Review

URL (online Roman Script Content Relevance
journals) Clarity of Language Grant Support Details
Content Timeliness and/or Publication Volume Adherence to Community
Access Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

Presence. of Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution

Peer Review Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to

Fi We continuously monitor indexed journals for quality.
If valid concerns are raised regarding an indexed

journal, either by users or through monitoring by
our in-house editors, the journal will be re-evaluated
according to our selection criteria.

2.  Editorial Triage 3. Editorial Evaluation

L SUCCESSfUl outcomes ——

Starts editorial Starts editorial evaluation Enters ESCl and is evaluated
triage forimpact

T —— Unsuccessful outcomes ———

Submission Failed editorial triage Failed editorial quality
cannot be Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome evaluation
completed as soon as issues have been resolved Re-submission subject to

Re-submission . . L embargo of at least two years
welcome as soon Or;);ocrt]stecutl\ée evaluftlfslns. I:e-submlssmn
as issues have subje [0 embargo ot at least one year

been resolved

See our Removal from coverage policy and our
blogpost for more information.

Initial Triage

Editorial Evaluation (Impact)

|> Clarivate" Clarivate 2023 16



https://clarivate.com/products/scientific-and-academic-research/research-discovery-and-workflow-solutions/web-of-science/core-collection/editorial-selection-process/web-of-science-core-collection-editorial-policies-category-change-requests-and-appeals-process/#removal
https://clarivate.com/blog/supporting-integrity-of-the-scholarly-record-our-commitment-to-curation-and-selectivity-in-the-web-of-science/

Web of Science Publisher Portal

2 Clarivate”



(3 Publisher Portal Submit Journal Journal Status Welcome, WPP

Publisher
+ Submit Journal
Journals (103)
Search title/ISSN Q
Journal title Status @ ISSN E-ISSN DaFe
Submitted
Under Evaluation Oct 07, 2019
Pending Oct 04, 2019
Under Evaluation Oct 04, 2019
Under Evaluation Oct 04, 2019
Under Evaluation Oct 03, 2019
Under Evaluation Oct 03, 2019
Under Evaluation Oct 03, 2019
Accepted Qct 02, 2019
Under Evaluation Oct 02, 2019
Under Evaluation Oct 02, 2019
Rejected Qct0l, 2019
[ < 12345678910 » bl 67-770f103

0 Clarivate'" Clarivate 2023 18



~ i Submit Journal Journal Status Welcome, WPP
o ublisher Porta

New Evaluation Request

Publisher

Steps ISSN Check

@ ISSN Check Please note the ISSN(s) cannot be changed or added after proceeding to the next page. If you need to change any 1SSN(s) after clicking
the Next button, you will need to re-enter all other information.

2 Language
Enter your ISSN

2 Journal Details

4 Access Information . o o
ISSN Confirm ISSN
5  Contact Information
[ This journal does not have a print ISSN
Summary
Progress Step 1of6 Online ISSN ] Confirm ISSN
[ This journal does not have an online ISSN
Hints
Important Note: x
+ Journals submitted with incomplete access
information will not be evaluated. Next >

Ifyou require more information, please read our Journal
Selection Essay for a description of the evaluation
process.

0 Clarivate'" Clarivate 2023 19



Importance of Competent & Motivated Reviewers

2 Clarivate”



Journal Evaluation Process
Quality & Impact

28

selection criteria

24

quality criteria to select for
editorial rigor and
publishing best practice

4

impact criteria to select for
the most impactful journals

2 Clarivate”

1. Initial
Triage

v ISSN

Journal Title

Journal

Publisher

v URL (online
journals)

v" Content Access

v" Presence of
Peer Review
Policy

v" Contact Details

v
v

2. Editorial Triage 3. Editorial Evaluation

v" Scholarly Content v' Editorial Board
v Article Titles and Article and Abstracts Composition
in English Validity of Statements

Q

Bibliographic Information in Peer Review
Roman Script Content Relevance
Clarity of Language Grant Support Details

SANENRN AN

Iimeliness and/or Fublication Volume Adherence to Community
Website Functionality/Journal Format Standards

v' Comparative
Citation Analysis

v Author Citation
Analysis

v' EBM Citation
Analysis

v' Content
Significance

AN

Presence of Ethics Statements Author Distribution

<

Editorial Affiliation Details Appropriate Citations to
Author Affiliation Details the Literature

ANRNE NN RN

Successful outcomes

Starts editorial

Enters ESCI and is evaluated
for impact

Starts editorial evaluation

triage

Submission Failed editorial triage

cannot be

completed as soon as issues have been resolved

Re-submission
welcome as soon
as issues have been
resolved

Enters
SCIE/SSCI/AHCI

Unsuccessful outcomes

Failed editorial quality
evaluation

Re-submission subject to
embargo of at least two years

Our first evaluation: Re-submission welcome

On consecutive evaluations: Re-submission
subject to embargo of at least one year

* Areas that good peer
reviewers can help improve

Failed editorial
impact evaluation
Entry/continued
coverage in ESCI
Citation activity is
monitored
Re-evaluation
subject to journal
performance

Clarivate 2023

Quality Criteria Impact Criteria
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Challenges for publishers

How are you finding the right reviewers for your papers?

75%

Percent of editors
who say that finding
reviewers and
getting them to
accept invitations is
the hardest part of
their job?

1publon’ 2016 Survey of 400 Editors

2Global State of Peer Review 2018

2 Clarivate”

O
4

3:1
On average, it takes

3 invitations to
secure 1 reviewer?

O]

70%

Percent of
researchers who
say that the “article
was outside my
area of expertise”
is the most
common reason to
decline a review
invitation?

D

0.66

Reviews per
submission for
Emerging Regions
compared to 1.95
for Established
Regions?

© 2022 Clarivate
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https://static1.squarespace.com/static/576fcda2e4fcb5ab5152b4d8/t/58496a0ce58c62458a1a05b3/1481206289367/Publons+infographic+-+Life+%26+Times+of+Editors.pdf
https://publons.com/community/gspr

Accelerate your peer review process

Find, screen, and connect with reviewers faster using Web of Science Reviewer Locator

©
Save time finding
qualified reviewers

Quickly match your
manuscripts to relevant
reviewers from a trusted
dataset of over 28 million
author records that you
can filter by country or
region.

2 Clarivate”

®

Quickly identify
conflicts of interest

Easily eliminate reviewers
with automatic flags for
potential conflicts of
interest based on reliable
Web of Science Core
Collection data.

Increase your
accepted invitations

Use up-to-date
information to contact
reviewers who are more
likely to accept your
invitation based on their
peer review history.

+2,

Diversify your
reviewer pool

Find new reviewers for
your manuscripts with a
best-in-class algorithm
that accounts for both
publication and peer
review history.

© 2022 Clarivate
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Save time finding qualified reviewers
Quickly match your manuscripts to relevant experts who author the world’s leading research

Journal -‘

Paper — go — ° Upto100

Authors recommended
reviewers

High quality data
80m+ publications
28m+ author records
10m+ verified reviews

2 Clarivate”

© 2022 Clarivate




Reviewers are
overworked and
under-recognized

* Increased submissions
and outdated reviewer
experiences lead to
stagnant reviewer pools.

 Editors need a way to
engage and motivate
reviewers for their
journals.

ﬁ

Time spent on writing reviews
each year estimated at 68.5M
hours.!

Fragmented recognition:

« Thanks for reviewing email

« Certificate from journal

* Name published in journal
each year.

No evidence of the extent of
reviewers' contributions or
impact.

Limited engagement after
review is done.

1Global State of Peer Review

Overworked reviewers.
Stagnant reviewer pools.

Difficulty finding and
motivating reviewers.

© 2022 Clarivate
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https://publons.com/static/Publons-Global-State-Of-Peer-Review-2018.pdf

Cultivate a community of repeat reviewers
Web of Science Reviewer Recognition service

e o 10 AR

Engage reviewers Integrate Monitor Support scholars
Publicly recognize peer ~ S€amlessly competitors
reviewers for their Get up and running Track reviewer uptake, Join a growing
contributions and quickly with a flexible view satisfaction rates, ~ community of 9,500+
expertise and increase 4 |ytion that can and identify journals journals and millions of
the likelihood of integrate with any that engage the same researchers working to
reviewer acceptance. journal management reviewers. elevate recognition of
system and includes peer review.

pre-built integrations
for ScholarOne,
Editorial Manager,
eJournalPress, OJS, and

0 Cla rivate'" more. ©2022 Clarivate 26



Build stronger
relationships with
Web of Science
Reviewer
Recognition service

2 Clarivate”

] Case study | The American Society for Microbiology
.+ Building more
~ effective, long-lasting

relationships with
peer reviewers

® &

Customer: The American Socisty Solution: Web of Science.
forMicrobiology (ASM) Reviewer Recognition Service™

29% more likely

19%
far more likely

48% of ASM reviewers surveyed
said they are more likely to
accept review invitations from
journals using Web of Science
Reviewer Recognition Service.

© 2022 Clarivate 27



Provide seamless recognition to your reviewers

Strengthen your reviewer relationships

Reviewer Invitation Reviewer Review

invited accepted submits complete

|

1. Reviewer optsin

2. Reviewer Recognition service
automatically retrieves and
transfers verified review
details to the reviewer’s Web
of Science Researcher Profile

2 Clarivate”

Decision by
editor

Publication

Reviewer showcases
verified review activity on
profile open to the entire
research community.

© 2022 Clarivate
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More information on our website

(O Web of Science Journal

Evaluation Process and
Selection Criteria

O Web of Science Publisher
Portal

(O  Web of Science Academy

2 Clarivate”

Company + Investors  Careers  Login B (o}

l> C'arivatem Who we serve ~ Products & Services ~ Resources ~ Contact us

Editorial selection process

Web of Science Journal

Evaluation Process and
Selection Criteria

Web of Science Core Collection

Editorial selection process Journal selection Book selection Proceedings selection Policies and appeals process

The curation process for Web of Science Core Collection™ is unique: our editorial decisions are conducted by our expert in-house editors
who have no affiliations to publishing houses or research institutes thus removing any potential bias or conflict of interest.

Each editor is focused on specific subject categories enabling them to gain a deep, nuanced knowledge of the journals in that field. This level
of in-house editorial curation contrasts with methods used to create other commercially available databases that rely on predominantly
algorithmic approaches and/or delegate aspects of editorial decision making to the research community.

The basic principles of our selection process remain the same: objectivity, selectivity and collection dynamics. We use a single set of 28 criteria
to evaluate journals; these are divided into 24 quality criteria designed to select for editorial rigor and best practice at the journal level, and four
impact criteria designed to select the most impactful journals in their respective fields using citation activity as the primary indicator of impact.

Clarivate 2023 31


https://clarivate.com/webofsciencegroup/solutions/web-of-science-academy/
https://clarivate.com/products/scientific-and-academic-research/research-discovery-and-workflow-solutions/web-of-science/core-collection/editorial-selection-process/editorial-selection-process/
https://clarivate.com/webofsciencegroup/support/wospublisherportal/

Useful Links

Web of Science
https://clarivate.com/webofsciencegroup/solutions/web-of-science/

Journal Citation Reports
https://clarivate.com/webofsciencegroup/solutions/journal-citation-reports/

Master Journal List
https://mijl.clarivate.com/

Web of Science Core Collection Training
https://clarivate.libguides.com/home

Web of Science Support
https://support.clarivate.com/ScientificandAcademicResearch/s/?language=en US
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https://clarivate.com/webofsciencegroup/solutions/web-of-science/
https://clarivate.com/webofsciencegroup/solutions/journal-citation-reports/
https://mjl.clarivate.com/
https://clarivate.libguides.com/home
https://support.clarivate.com/ScientificandAcademicResearch/s/?language=en_US
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