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Definition

ranking
Oxford Dictionaries
1.(noun): A position in a hierarchy or scale.

1.1. (mass noun): The action or process of giving a
specified rank to someone or something.

Macmillan Dictionaries

1. (noun): A position on a list that shows how good
someone or something is compared to others,
especially how good someone is at a sport.
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Some of them...

THESSS

w
WORLD UNIVED
NIVERSITY — ANKIN{';';Y

RANKINGS

= "’%o ACADEMIC ==

$ % RANKING OF 2%
3 ; WORLD 003

%~ UNIVERSITIES ==

) multirank

Universities compared. Your way.

.' WTS

‘ Mean nng\ etice

Leiden Ranking

. . S = A
London, January 30, 2018 Hg%e;?étgh?IeUH y. (‘“


https://www.timeshighereducation.com/world-university-rankings/methodology-world-university-rankings-2018
https://www.timeshighereducation.com/world-university-rankings/methodology-world-university-rankings-2018
https://www.topuniversities.com/qs-world-university-rankings/methodology
https://www.topuniversities.com/qs-world-university-rankings/methodology
http://www.leidenranking.com/information
http://www.leidenranking.com/information
http://www.shanghairanking.com/ARWU-Methodology-2017.html
http://www.shanghairanking.com/ARWU-Methodology-2017.html
https://www.umultirank.org/#!/about/methodology
https://www.umultirank.org/#!/about/methodology

International

Teaching Research Citations g,‘:ﬂ‘:,?,f,m,,

(the leaming environment) (volume, income and reputation) (research influence) research)
: : 7.5% l

|

versity Rankings methodology table j

I"E% OFESSIONAL JMMITS  RANKINGS
Reputation Reputation
survey survey
15% 18% RANKIN SCORES
One single table
Staff-to-student Research =
ratio Income _ &
4.5% 6% . . k= & | e 3 : :
Citations to journal : P O3F 85
Doctorate-to- Research articles, reviews,
bachelor's ratio productivity University of
2.25% 6% conference : oxford B -
R proceedings and i
e books and book
6% chapters published Uacsty o
. Cambridge
Institutional : over five years. 2 oUniedkinggom 932 878 978 975 515 930
income No of papersin
2.25% bap | xplor |
academlc Journals Data are California Institute
indexed by Scopus normalised. of Tacimobigy
per scholar, scaled for =3 -' SR AR AR A
institutional size and Papers with more
normalised for than 1,000 authors
subject. are included but
under a fractional
counting approach

University of NE>
London, January 30, 2018 He%orgghireUH s



ARWU considers every university that has any Nobel
Laureates, Fields Medalists, Highly Cited Researchers,
or papers published in Nature or Science.
Universities with significant amount of papers indexed
by Science Citation Index-Expanded (SCIE) and Social
Science Citation Index (SSCI) are also included.

Indicators and Weights for ARWU

Criteria Indicator Code Weight
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%
Quality of Faculty
Highly cited researchers in 21 broad subject categories HiCi 20%
Papers published in Nature and Science® N&S 20%

Research Output

Papers indexed in Science Citation Index-expanded and Social Science Citation PUB 20%

Index
Per Capita Per capita academic performance of an institution PCP 10%
Performance
Total 100%

* 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.
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When considering universities, what is the difference between rankings and ratings?

institution.
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903 universities from 54 different countries.
These are all universities worldwide that have

Leiden Rarking produced at least 1000 Web of Science indexed
publications in the period 2012-2015. Only so-

called

core publications

°CWTS Leiden Ranking Leiden University CWTS CWTSB.V.

Ranking Information « Downloads Products Links
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are counted

- Written in English.

- The publication has
appeared in a core

journal.

From 70 with the word
‘literature’ in the title,
only 4 are considered
core journals.
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U-MULTIRANK BIBLIOMETRICS 2017:
TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

U-Multirank 2017 bibliometrics: information sources,
computations and performance indicators

Center for Sclence and Technology Studies [CWTS), Leiden University

(CWTS version 16 March 2017)

1 Information sources: research publications and patents
1.1 Web of Science database

All bibtiometric scores are based on information extracted from publications thet are indesed in the

Wet of Sclence - Core Collection database (Science CRotion index Exponded, Social Sckences Citation
Index, and Arts & Humanities Citation Index). CWTS operates this WoS databuse under & commercial

license agreement with Thorason Reuters

The WS containg some 14,000 sctive sourtes, both peer-reviewed scholary journals snd conference

proceedings. The underlying biliographic information relates to publications classified as ‘resesrch

article’ and “review article’. The WoS database is incomplete (there are 1

¥ thousands more science

Journals workiwide) and it is blased in favor of English-anguage. Hence, there will slways be missing

publications. WoS-dased data are never comp ve and fully sccurate; scores are

therefore shways estimates with 3 margin of statistical error

Nonetheless the WS is currently one of the two best 1ources, covering workdwide science across

disciplines. The only possitile

tve database, Elseviers’ Scopus database, has more or less the

wme features. All in all, one may expect comparable bibliometric results from both databases,

especially at higher aggregate levels

The WaS-indesed publications in Arts and Mumanities (AM) journals have not teen included in the

theee citation-based Indicaton: (I} mean normalized ctation score, (i) top 10% most frequently cited

publications, and (i) interdisciplinarity indicator. There are thrme reatons: (1) the citation frequency
ounts are often zero o low; (2] tation patterns and counts tend 1o be much more sffected by
Journal- or sub-field specific characteristicy; (1) the relatively low level of validity of Wos-indesed peer
reviewed ARN journals as fully representative publication outiets of all research activities in these

research disciplines

The compounded effect of these Wiree constraints is the high likelihood of unrellable and biased

out , the numbers of citations are usually 100 low 10 Ansure represantative,

reflable and statistically robust Otation-based Indicators. Especially in those cases where a higher

* Multimensional
* Does not refer to a single table
* Detailed methodology

Not comprehensive, depends on the
data provided by the institutions
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Use and interpretation of University rankings

Interpretation of university rankings

5. Comparisons between universities should be made keeping in mind the differences between
universities (Consider if the disciplinary profile of a university has been corrected for or not).

6. Uncertainty in university rankings should be acknowledged

7. An exclusive focus on the ranks of universities in a university ranking should be avoided; the values
of the underlying indicators should be taken into account (One university may seem to perform much better
than another, while the performance difference may in fact be relatively small).

Use of university rankings

8. Dimensions of university performance not covered by university rankings should not be overlooked
(the Leiden Ranking has a quite narrow scope, the U-Multirank is probably the most comprehensive)

9. Performance criteria relevant at the university level should not automatically be assumed to have
the same relevance at the department of research group level

10. University rankings should be handled cautiously, but they should not be dismissed as being
completely useless
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