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Some Housekeeping

* this session is not recorded

+ slides will be available on the website of the RWTH University Library (= Research - Scholarly Publishing
—> Publishing Forum) and in RWTH Publications

« Save-the-date: next Publishing Forum
January 22, 2026, 1:00 p.m. (Zoom)

|deas for further topics?
— Let us know! rip@ub.rwth-aachen.de
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Centre for Science and
Technology Studies

» Part of Faculty of Social and Behavioural Science at Leiden
University

« CWTS is working on improving how science is practiced and
governed and how it serves society

 Services for research evaluation, research management
and science policy

» Leiden Manifesto - Nature 2015
* Responsible Metrics report for the EC

« The Leiden Ranking
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Popular university rankings

World University Rankings
2026

Explore the Times Higher Education World University Rankings 2026 below. Trusted worldwide by students,
academics, governments and industry experts, the list of the best universities in the world includes 2,191
institutions from 115 countries and territories.

2025-2026 Best Global Universities Rankings

These institutions from the U.S. and more than 100 other countries have been ranked based on 13 indicators that measure
their academic research performance and their global and regional reputations. Students can use these rankings to explore

BEST
GLOBAL
UNIVERSITIES

the higher education options that exist beyond their own countries' borders and to compare key aspects of schools'

research missions. These are the world's 2,250 top universities. Read the methodology » University rankings 2026: highlights

POWERED BY

2 Clarivate”

Oxford retains the number one spot for the tenth consecutive year, driven by strong research
environment score

Princeton rises to joint third place, and is the only US university to achieve its best-ever finish this year
China has five universities in top 40, up from three last year, but top universities remain steady

Hong Kong occupies a record six spots in the top 200 as a result of improvements in teaching metrics

To unlock more data and access tools to help you get into your dream school, sign up for the U.S. News College Compass!

IN PARTNERSHIP WITH

In partnership with

L S L VII li * India now has the second highest number of ranked universities for the first time, behind only the US
‘WORLD
UNIVERSITY WORLD ’
RANKINGS UNIVERSITY
‘ ] WTS Leiden Ranking

QS World University Rankings 2026: Top global universities

Welcome to the CWTS Leiden Ranking. We offer two editions of our ranking: the Traditional

Di h iversiti h 1d with th Worl iversity Ranki e e i i -
iscoverthe top universities around the worldwithithe G5 World University Rankings Edition and the Open Edition. Please choose which edition you'd like to use!

2026. .

Over 1,500 of the world's top universities are included in the 2026 edition of the QS World University
Rankings, with over 100 locations represented around the world.
Read more

2025 Academic Ranking of World Universities

The Academic Ranking of World Universities (ARWU) was first published in June 2003 by the Center for World-Class Universities. (CW@&U)
Graduate School of Education (formerly the Institute of Higher Education) of Shanghai Jiao Tong University, China, and updated on

>

annual basis. Since 2009 the Academic Ranking of World Universities (ARWU) has been published and copyrighted by ShanghaiR

Consultancy. ShanghaiRanking Consultancy is a fully independent organization on higher education intelligence and not Ieg@ﬂ

subordinated to any universities or government agencies. ARWU uses six objective indicators to rank world universities, ‘inclidigg the
number of alumni and staff winning Nobel Prizes and Fields Medals, number of highly cited r rchers selected by Clarivate, number of
articles published in journals of Nature and Science, number of articles indexed in Science Citation Index Expanded and Social Sciences
Citation Index in the Web of Science, and per capita performance of a university. More than 2500 universities are actually ranked by

ARWU every year and the best 1000 are published.(See full Methodology)

il ®

Leiden Ranking Traditional Edition

The Leiden Ranking Traditional Edition provides
bibliometric indicators based on the Web of Science
database. The 2025 release includes over 1500
universities worldwide. The Traditional Edition is
based on over two decades of experience of our
center in compiling university-level bibliometric

analytics.

Leiden Ranking Open Edition

The Leiden Ranking Open Edition, launched in 2024,
provides bibliometric indicators based on the
OpenAlex database. The 2025 release includes over
2800 universities worldwide. Unlike the Traditional
Edition, the Open Edition is based on open data,
offering fully P y and supp a
more inclusive perspective on the global university

landscape.

L Universiteit
Leiden



Indicators used in the popular university rankings

Publications:
* Total
« Per faculty aCWTS Leiden Ranking
» % interdisciplinary
* % international collaboration
* Nature and Science

e (Citations: > "%, ACADEMIC ——
. . g WORLD s,
* Per publication ez UNIVERSITIES =

» Per faculty
» Highly cited researchers

» Reputation survey WORLD
: UNIVERSITY |
. Others RANKINGS
Nobel Prizes/Field Medals

« Rankings based
» Post-docs per faculty

, on composite
» Research income per faculty N
« Faculty/student ratio — indicators

e |nstitutional income

Meaningful metrics
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Composite indicator

Example Shanghai Ranking

| 3. Indicators and Weights for ARWU

Criteria Indicator
Quality of Education Alumni of an institution winning Nobel Prizes and Fields Medals
Staff of an institution winning Nobel Prizes and Fields Medals
Quality of Faculty
Highly Cited Researchers
Papers published in Nature and Science*
Research Output

Papers indexed in Science Citation Index-Expanded and Social Science Citation Index

Per Capita Performance Per capita academic performance of an institution

Code

Alumni

Award

HiCi

N&S

PUB

PCP

Weight
10%
20%
20%
20%
20%

10%

*For institutions specialized in humanities and social sciences such as London School of Economics, N&S is not considered, and the weight of N&S

is relocated to other indicators.



Mixing up different concepts of university
performance

« Shanghai, THE, QS, and US News use composite indicators

» These composite indicators combine indicators that reflect very different concepts of
university performance

It is unclear which concept of university performance is
measured by Shanghai, THE, QS, and US News




What do we mean by university performance?

Size-dependent concept of university performance:

* Overall performance of a university

« Total number of ‘performance points’ (e.g., publications,
citations, expert recommendations, awards)

Size-independent concept of university performance:

« Performance of a university relative to available
resources

 Number of ‘performance points’ divided by available
resources (e.g., number of faculty, research budget)




Some university performance indicators

Size-dependent indicators Size-independent indicators

"

Publications:
* Total
» Per faculty
* % interdisciplinary
* % international collaboration
* Nature and Science

Citations:
» Total
» Per publication
» Per faculty
» Highly cited researchers

Reputation survey

Others:
» Nobel Prizes/Field Medals
Post-docs per faculty
Research income per faculty
Faculty/student ratio
Institutional income

CWTS

Meaningful metrics

11



\_ o

Mixing up size-dependent and size-independent

university performance

=
UNIVERSITIES
»_

RANKING INDICATOR WEIGHT
| 3. Indicators and Weights for ARWU
Global research reputation 12.5%
Criteria Indicator Code Weight
Regional research reputation 12.5%
Quality of Education Alumni of an institution winning Nobel Prizes and Fields Medals Alumni 10%
Staff of an institution winning Nobel Prizes and Fields Medals Award 20% Publications 10%
Quality of Faculty
Highly Cited Researchers HiCi 20%
Books 2.5%
Papers published in Nature and Science* N&S 20%
Research Output
Papers indexed in Science Citation Index-Expanded and Social Science Citation Index PUB 20% Conferences 2.5%
Per Capita Performance Per capita academic performance of an institution PCP 10%
Normalized citation impact 10%
*For institutions specialized in humanities and social sciences such as London School of Economics, N&S is not considered, and the weight of N&S
is relocated to other indicators.
Total citations 7.5%
S h g h . d U S N . . d d t Number of publications that are among the 10% most cited 12.5%
d . . d d t t f . o t Percentage of total publications that are among the 10% most cited 10%
f International collaboration - relative to country 5%
p International collaboration 5%
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Responsible use of rankings

» Ten principles developed by CWTS
e Supporting animation video

4. University rankings should be sufficiently transparent

8. Dimensions of university performance not covered by university rankings should not
be overlooked


https://traditional.leidenranking.com/information/responsibleuse

The Leiden Ranking




Differences with other rankings

Aligned with our vision on responsible/meaningful metrics

* No composite indicators

* Multi-dimensional

» Size-dependent and size-independent indicators kept separated
* Focused on research, not on teaching

» Based purely on bibliometric indicators; no survey data or data provided by
universities

« High-quality bibliometric methodology

» Multiple views, not just a simple list




CWTS Leiden Ranking Traditional Edition 2025

* 1594 universities from 77 countries Fraction

* Provides bibliometric indicators for
four dimensions:

 Scientific impact

* Collaboration
« Open access e
- oender o

- Based on Clarivate’s Web of Science "

lllllll

data, with enhancements by CWTS

I®cws

Meaningful metrics
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Inclusion criteria

In-house enhanced version of Web of Science
Articles and reviews in core publication set
Period 2020-2023/2024

Fractional counting

>800 publications



Enhanced version of Web of Science

Science Citation Index, Social Science Citation Index, Arts & Humanities Citation Index
Not included: CPCI, ESCI and BCl
Own algorithms for counting citations and filtering of self-citations

Unification of name- and address variants: dedicated team

Systematic allocation of affiliated institutions
« Component
« Joint research facility or organization
» Associated organization

Linking to other data sources: PATSTAT, Orbis, Unpaywall, CED, Gender API etc.
Own classification system of science



Core publication set

Level the playing field

. . . . US uni iti i it
« The publication has been written in 25 ‘ i o5 rrenchand German universities
English. = 3 ,.
S 2 e 5 ol <
« The publication has one or more E & E
authors. (Anonymous publications 315 /" 315 e
K% 7 7 ¥
are not allowed.) S e : ﬁ’"
» The publication has not been @ P o g
q Sost - O 0.5
retracted. g | z
- The publication has appeared in a % 05 1 15 2 25 % o5 1 15 2z 25
MNCS (all journals) MNCS (all journals)

core journal.

\_ 2




Fractional counting

level the playing field: no bias towards biomedical sciences

 Publication includes five authors of which 0%

two belong to a particular university, the £
publication is counted with a weight of
2/5 = 0.4 for that university.

Waltman, L., & Van Eck, N.J. (2015).
Field-normalized citation impact

between full and fractional cou
N
(9]
2

indicators and the choice of an g 1.0%

appropriate counting method. Journal of
Informetrics, 9(4), 872-894.

Mean differen

0.0%

0.5%r

1-100 101-200 201-300 301-400 401-500
Universities ranked in descending order of % biomedical publications




Differences among fields

35 ) ) 1 1 1 )
biochemistry & molecular biology
cardiac & cardiovascular systems

30 : .
chemistry, analytical
surgery

25} economics

physics, applied
mathematics

20

15

10

average number of citations per publication

I®cwrs = —

Meaningful metrics 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
publication age in years




Classification of scientific literature
into 4,277 (sub)fields

Social sciences
and humanities

Mathematics and
~computer science

* The micro-level fields
play an important role in
the calculation of the
field-normalised impact
indicators in the Leiden
Ranking.

Biomedical and %%
health sciences .
"~ Physical

sciences and
engineering

@ Social sciences and... @ Biomedical a@?... o 90K
S, @ Physical sciencesa... @ Life and earth scie... -- 40k
‘ &Vosviewer‘ ‘ @ Mathematics and com... ar- ok




Multi-dimensional perspective

Choose your relevant Leiden Ranking

 Three different views:

List view @ Chart view Map view

« Four analytical dimensions:
 Scientific impact
 Collaboration
« Open access
« Gender
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Size dependent indicators

CWTS Leiden Ranking Traditional Edition 2025

% List view Chart view Map view

Time period, field, and region/country Indicators

Time period: 2020-2023 H Type of indicators: Scientific impact
Field: All sciences v Indicators:

Region/country: Germany v Order by:

Min. publication output: = 100 v Calcu

University “ P(top 10%) PP(top 10%)

1 Tech Univ Munich 9805 1079 11.0%
2 Ludwig-Maximilians Univ Minchen 8509 1017 11.9%
3 Heidelberg Univ 8274 967 11.7%
4 RWTH Aachen Univ 7293 692 9.5%
5 Univ Hamburg 6811 716 10.5%



Size independent (normalised) indicators
CWTS Leiden Ranking Traditional Edition 2025

% List view Chart view Map view

Time period, field, and region/country Indicators

Time period: 2020-2023 v Type of indicators: Scientific impact 1 2
Feld: All sciences 4 Indicators: P, P(top 10%), PP(top 10%) v
Region/country: Germany v Order by: PP(top 10%) o s

Min. publication output: ' 100 v ® Calculate impact indicators using ?
University P P(top 10%) PP(top 10%) /

1 Univ Potsdam 1985 258 13.0% = |

2 Georg-August-Univ Gottingen 5063 624 12.3% 1

3 Julius Maximilian Univ Wirzburg 4027 490 12.2% 1 ’

4 Freie Univ Berlin 5792 696 12.0% 1 ‘ ’ CWTS
5 Humboldt Univ Berlin 5320 637 12.0% (] ‘ Meaningful metrics




Difference between position 100 and 300: 1.9%

PP(top 10%) all Leiden Ranking universities ranked from high to low

25,0%

* PP(top 10%)
* All sciences 200% |

 Fractional Y
o :
counting \
15,0%
10,0%
5,0%

CWTS

gf ul metri 0,0%
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800



Fundamental problem of size-
independent bibliometric indicators

« Same resources as Univ. B « Same resources as Univ. A
« P=1000 « P=2000

« P(top 10%) = 200 * P(top 10%) = 300

« PP(top 10%) = 20% * PP(top 10%) = 15%

» Taking into account that both universities have the
same resources, it is clear that university B has
performed better

 However, according to the PP(top 10%) indicator,
university A has performed better

Meaningful metrics




The CWTS Leiden Ranking
Open Edition




CWTS Leiden Ranking?ot compliant with our
own ten rules for ranking universities

Rule number 4

4. Be transparent

Users of rankings require at least a basic understanding of their design. Rankings therefore need to
explain their methodology. |deally Jthey should also make their underlying data available] Users could
then see, for example, not only how many highly cited publications a university has produced but also

what they are. Most rankings do not do this, because of the proprietary nature of data and the
commercial interests of rankers.

Meaningful metrics
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CWTS Leiden Ranking - Open Edition

« Open Edition of the Leiden Ranking was released on
January 30, 2024 S‘R‘e A+C+A-D+E-M+1-C

our
* Instead of closed data from Web of Science, ' research

open data from OpenAlex was used

Sesame Open
Science

* Open Edition of the Leiden Ranking is an experimental tool, but
we expect it will soon reach full maturity COCK] e




CWTS Leiden Ranking Open Edition 2025

» 2831 universities from 120 countries Fraction
* Non-core publications included!!

* Provides bibliometric indicators for |
four dimensions: o
e Scientific impact -
» Collaboration e
 Open access o
 Based on OpenAlex data, with
enhancements by CWTS e

¥ cwrs

Meaningful metrics
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Summary of the process of creating the Leiden
Ranking Open Edition

/ Core publications \
> L
I /

Publication
classification

Indicators

@ ‘ OpenAlex

Publication-
university links

organization registry

i
ROR

organization registry




Linking publications to universities

Issues that have been addressed:
* Incomplete coverage of raw affiliation strings

* Incomplete institution identification
« Raw affiliation strings linked to no more than one institution

https://openalex.org/\W1965914817

24 July 2014 . . . . . . . .

'LATMOS, Institut Pierre-Simon Laplace, CNRS, Univ. Versailles Saint-Quentin en Yvelines (France)"
SUAVE: a UV telescope for space weather and ’ ( )
solar variability studies T T T T

R = e S R A S R e M

Sppf7q77 02haar591 02feahw73 03mkjjy25

Author Affiliations -

L. Damé," M. Meftah," A. Irbah," A. Hauchecorne,! P. Keckhut,! E. Quémerais’

TLATMOS, Institut Pierre-Simon Laplace, CNRS, Univ. Versailles Saint-Quentin en Yvelines (France)

Affiliations may refer to multiple
non-hierarchical related institutions 33




Publication coverage of LR2023 universities:

False negatives in OpenAlex
%pubs in OpenAlex and linked to univ (February)
100%
950%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

Universities



Publication coverage of LR2023 universities:
False negatives in OpenAlex

® %pubs in OpenAlex and linked to univ (November)

100%

90%
80%
70% §

[
60% ©
50%
40%

®
30%
20%
10%
0%

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

Universities



Summary of the process of creating the Leiden
Ranking Open Edition

/ Core publications
-
P

Publication
classification

Publication- /

university links

Indicators

@ ‘ OpenAlex

organization registry

i
ROR

organization registry




O
Adjusted methodology based on OpenAlex

* Include publications that:
1. publication is classified as article, review, or book chapter and has appeared in
a source that is classified as journal, book, book series, or conference
proceedings
» Exclude publications that:
2. are not in English
3. do not have any authors
4. do not have any affiliations
5. do not have any references

e Exclude sources that:

6. do not have a sufficiently international focus (to filter out national journals)

7. do not have a sufficiently large proportion of publications with active references (to
filter out trade magazines, business magazines, and popular scientific magazines)

Meaningful metrics



Selection of journal articles/reviews, book chapters
in book series, and proceedings papers

Meta data availability (source)
Source type (journal, book series, conference)

Work type (article, review, book chapter)

Meta data availability (authors, affiliations, references)

Core publications

I®cws

Meaningful metrics
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Core publications (2019-2022): OpenAlex vs. Web of Science

92% of the publications
are classified in the same
way (either as core
publication or as non-core
publication) in OpenAlex
and Web of Science

»
£ cwTsS

Meaningful metrics

Web of Science
Core Non-core
publication | publication
O All publications
O OpenAlex core publications
O Wib of Sciencep[:(?:e ptjblications Core_ . 7,639,280 296,194
publication
OpenAlex
Non-core 375,613 1,137,336
publication

Certain metadata elements are
missing for some publications in
OpenAlex

Our methodology for Web of Science excludes publications
that do not have an ‘article’ or ‘review’ document type

The document type classification in OpenAlex is less fine-
grained, and our methodology for OpenAlex is therefore
less restrictive

Our methodology for OpenAlex
may exclude these publications

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.13879947 39



https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.13879947

Issues that have been addressed

* |Issues that have been addressed:
« Works without a work type
* Incorrectly classified sources
« Works with a missing primary source assignment
« Journal articles incorrectly assigned to a repository

» Other improvements:
 Availability of language
 Availability of countries
* Modified work type

« First attempt to identify errata/corrections (identification of letters and editorials will be
implemented later on)

» Improved identification of institutions

-
8 rcwTs

Meaningful metrics



Non-core publications should not be included in
field normalized citation impact calculations

* Non-core publications receive substantial less citations than core publications

 Universities with many non-core publications may be disadvantaged when
calculating (size independent) citation indicators

» This applies in particular to universities in large non-English language areas
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Correlation between the number of publications

]
Technical University of Munich ’

T6ic : ® . Meaningful metrics
RWTH Aachen University @ Heidelberg Unglersity
=< Ludwig-Maximilians-Universitat Miinchen Period
[}
<
= . 2020-2023 %
g Universitat Hamburg
O 8K ®
= Karlsruhe Institute ﬁ Technology
o ¢
o~ Friedrich—AIex.ander—Universitét Erlangen-Nirnberg Field
o
N .
c Freie Universitat Berlin All sciences v
0. Unf@ersity of Freiburg
% e Humboldt-Unive®ftat zu Berlin
arc ]
Lg Goethe University Frankfgrt Unive@ity of Minster Cou ntry
T Eberhasl grls University of Tiibingen
o Johannes Gutenberg University Mainz g-ﬁugust—Universitét Gottingen Germany v
g Heinrich Heine University D PR niversitatBachiim
< % Brivenic® ol
é Technische Universitat Darmstadt @eipzig University julius-Maximilians-Universitat Wiirzburg
g 4 Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz Universitat Hgp@over Cou ntlng method
oc ¢ : S
= Friedrich Schiller University Jena
[ Hannover Medical School _  justu®®iebig University Giessen Fractional counting W
o ® 00
o TU Dortmund Universit aarland University
- University of Bayreuth asc’e Universitat Braunschweig
Bielefdd University Indicator
xR University of Hohenhei*heinIand—PféIzische Technische Universitat Kaiserslautern-Landau
Carl von Ossi@eky University of Oldenburg p NV

Chemnitz Uniﬂty of Technology
o

University of Veterinary Medicine Hannover

0K

0K 2K 8K

K 6K
Leiden Ranking Traditional Edition 2025 (WoS)
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Correlation between top 10% publications

Humboldt-Universitat zu Bﬂin‘ ®

Freie U iversgét Berlin q
08 ®
Johannes Gutenberg University Mainz
University of Bayregh .Unlve&ﬁg-lamlyrg CW I S

University of R&burg Ggethe University Frankfurt Mea ningful metrics
Eberhard Karls Uni’rsity of Tubingen

Hannover Medical @h80l Ruhr-Universitat Bochum

0.12

% Friedrich—AIexand?‘niversitét Erlangen-Niirnberg Period
— 0.10 Q. . . o 7
< University of Hohenheim Friedrich@chil er*nlverhy.ena 2020-2023 N
5 ® ie®feld University N
Karlsruhe Institute of Technolo

OQ- T gy. @ University of Wuppertal
~ Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz Uni®@rsitat Hannover
Te) @ 5
S Carl von Ossietzky U.‘vssit’)f Oldenburg  paderborn University Fleld
~ 008 o ®
c University of Ve‘te.rinary Medicine Hannover @ University of Stuttgart All sciences R4
e P ® @University of Rostock
= University of Kassel 1
° @Chemnitz University of Technology
' " Country
S Technische Universitat Bergakademie Freiberg
D_0.06 : :
o Germany N
(=]
-E = 53
Z =
C .
K Counting method

0.04
c " .
] Fractional counting v
=
3

Indicator
0.02
PP(top 10%) N
0.00
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12

Leiden Ranking Traditional Edition 2025 (WoS)
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Leiden Ranking Open Edition - inclusion non-core

CWTS Leiden Ranking Open Edition 2025

% List view Chart view Map view

Time period, field, and region/country Indicators

Time period: 2020-2023 v Type of indicators: Scientific impact v 2
Field: All sciences v Indicators: P, P(top 10%), PP(top 10%) ¥] (2
Region/country: Germany v Order by: P v

?

<

Min. publication output: = 100 ® Core publications only

University - P(top 10%) PP(top 10%)

@ Fractional counting

1 Tech Univ Munich 11857 1345 11.3%
2 Heidelberg Univ 9994 1302 13.0%
3 RWTH Aachen Univ 9655 933 9.7%
4 Ludwig-Maximilians-Univ Miinchen 9539 1268 13.3%
5 Univ Hamburg 8512 1015 11.9%
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Leiden Ranking Open Edition - inclusion non-core
CWTS Leiden Ranking Open Edition 2025

% List view Chart view Map view

Time period, field, and region/country Indicators

Time period: 2020-2023 v Type of indicators: Scientific impact +]
Field: All sciences v Indicators: P, P(= 50 cit), PP(= 50 cit) 1 2
Region/country: Germany : Order by: P s

2

4>

Min. publication output: = 100 Core publications only

University - P(= 50 cit) PP(z 50 cit)

@ Fractional counting

1 Tech Univ Munich 14547 381 2.6%
2 Heidelberg Univ 12478 382 3.1%
3 Ludwig-Maximilians-Univ Miinchen 12468 319 2.6%
4 RWTH Aachen Univ 12096 247 2.0%
5  UnivHamburg 11219 234 2.1%




RWTH Aachen University

Overview (2020-2023)

All sciences &
Size-dependent Size-independent

Publications P 12096

Publications with at least 10 citations P(= 10 cit) 2312 PP(= 10 cit) 19.1%
Publications with at least 20 citations P(= 20 cit) 1050 PP(= 20 cit) 8.7%
Publications with at least 50 citations P(= 50 cit) 247 PP(= 50 cit) 2.0%
Publications with at least 100 citations P(= 100 cit) 74 PP(= 100 cit) 0.6%
Citations TCS 89208 MCS 7.37

Publications per type (2020-2023)
All sciences &)
Non-core \ Book \ Other )

Conference ’\

Book series ——__ '\‘

Core Journal English

I®cws

Meaningful metrics




Opportunities and challenges with non-core publications

» Capture the diversity of research « Technical challenges:
activities beyond international journal . Inaccurate metadata: not all works classified
literature as ‘article’ are real research contributions

* Incomplete metadata, especially for non-
core publications

* Highlight regional and local * Regional biases in coverage of non-core
engagement/impact of universities publications

* Provide a more balanced representation . Conceptual challenge:

of disciplines « How to include research outputs not aimed

at an international audience in a ranking tool
designed to conduct international
comparisons?



Considerations

* Engage with ROR to ensure good quality of nhame- and BARC ELO NA

address harmonization for RWTH Aachen University D EC LA RAT| O N O N
* Build infrastructure based on open-source software,

e.g., DSPACE i OPEN RESEARCH
* OpenAlex or OpenAIlRE | N FO RMAT| O N

» Bibliometric analyses at the level of department and
higher aggregates, not at the individual level

« Conduct a qualitative validation/reflection on the COMMITMENTS
results

1
We will make openness the default for the research information we use and produce




Many thanks! Questions? Comments?

Mark Neijssel, Director of Services, CWTS B.V. (Centre for Science and Technology Studies), Leiden University, Netherlands
E-Mail: m.neijssel@cwts.leidenuniv.nl
ORCID-ID: 0000-0001-6252-8503

DOI: 10.18154/RWTH-2025-10114

@H This work is licensed under CC BY 4.0. Excluded from the license are all logos, images and third party materials.

Universitéts-
bibliothek


https://doi.org/10.18154/RWTH-2025-10114
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6252-8503
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