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24,000+ journals
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The Web of
Science Core
Collection
At the heart of the Web of
Science platform
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Top Sources for Latvian Authors in Web of Science

Showing 33,554 records for ADDRESS: (latvia)
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Top Sources for Latvian Authors in Web of Science

Showing 33,554 records for ADDRESS: (latvia)
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The Journal Selection Process

The Web of
Science Core
Collection

➢ Our editorial decisions are conducted by our expert in-house
editors
➢ They have no affiliations to publishing houses or research
institutes
➢ No potential bias or conflict of interest
➢ Each editor is focused on specific subject categories
➢ Deep nuanced knowledge of the journals in their field

➢ Our rigorous process for the Web of Science Core Collection
contrasts with that for other databases that rely on algorithmic
approaches and/or delegating aspects of editorial decisionmaking to the research community.
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The Web of
Science Core
Collection
Curated with care by an
expert team of in-house
Web of Science Editors

➢ We use a single set of 28 criteria to evaluate journals:
-- 24 quality criteria designed to select for editorial rigour and best practice at the
journal level
-- 4 impact criteria designed to select the most influential journals in their
respective fields using citation activity as a primary indicator of impact
➢ Journals that meet the quality criteria enter ESCI in the Web of Science Core
Collection
➢ Journals that meet the additional impact criteria enter SCIE, SSCI or AHCI depending
on their subject area
➢ These are dynamic collections subject to continuous curation to ensure journals are
in the appropriate collection
➢ ESCI journals that gain impact move to SCIE, SSCI or AHCI
➢ SCIE, SSCI and AHCI journals that decrease in impact move to ESCI
➢ Any journal that fails to meet all 24 quality criteria will be removed from the Web
of Science Core Collection
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Editorial Workflow
Improving speed and transparency through an updated journal evaluation process
Online
Submission Form

In-house Web of Science Editors

Initial Triage

Editorial Triage

Editorial Evaluation
Quality criteria

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

✓ Scholarly content
✓ Article Titles and Article 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

Impact criteria
✓ Editorial Board Composition
✓ Validity of Statements
✓ Peer Review
✓ Content Relevance
✓ Grant Support Details
✓ Adherence to Community Standards
✓ Author Distribution
✓ Appropriate Citations to the Literature

✓ Comparative Citation
Analysis
✓ Author Citation
Analysis
✓ EBM Citation Analysis
✓ Content Significance

Successful outcomes
Starts editorial
triage

Starts editorial evaluation

Enters ESCI and is evaluated for impact

Enters SCIE/SSCI/AHCI

Unsuccessful outcomes
Submission cannot
be completed
• Re-submission
welcome as soon
as issues have
been resolved

Failed editorial triage
• Re-submission welcome as soon as issues
have been resolved

Failed editorial quality evaluation
• Re-submission subject to embargo of at least two
years

Failed editorial impact
evaluation
• Entry/continued
coverage in ESCI
• Re-submission
subject to embargo
of two years
13

Initial Triage

Initial triage is performed using information provided by the publisher.
The principal purpose of this triage step is:
➢To ensure unambiguous identification of the journal submitted for
evaluation
➢To ensure we have full text access to content
➢To have knowledge of the journal’s peer review policy
➢To know who to contact if we have any queries or concerns
If the necessary information is not provided, the Web of Science Editors
cannot proceed with the evaluation.
There is no embargo period for re-submission if a journal does not pass
initial triage.
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Journals must meet a set of Minimum Criteria at the time of Submission

INITIAL TRIAGE
Minimum criteria
required
at the time of submission
https://mjl.clarivate.com/wosjournal-submission/wos-journalsubmission.html

Submission cannot be
completed
Re-submission welcome as
soon as issues have been
resolved

✓ISSN
✓JOURNAL TITLE
✓JOURNAL PUBLISHER
✓URL (online journals)
Unsuccessful Outcome
✓Content Access
✓Presence of Peer Review Policy
✓Contact Details
Successful
Outcome

Starts editorial triage
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Editorial Triage

In this step, the Web of Science Editors review the journal to determine
whether a full editorial evaluation is merited.
Journal characteristics subject to evaluation include:

➢
➢
➢
➢

Whether the journal contains a substantial amount of scholarly content
Whether English language/Roman script requirements are met
Whether articles are written in a clear, comprehensible way
Whether journals publish a volume of content that demonstrates interest
to the intended research community
➢ The presence of editorial and author affiliation details to allow their
correct identification
There is no embargo period for re-submission if a journal does not pass
editorial triage.
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All journals are evaluated on Quality Criteria, needed for acceptance in the Core Collection
of Web of Science
EVALUATION ON QUALITY CRITERIA
EDITORIAL TRIAGE
Editorial assessment of
publication quality

Failed editorial triage
Re-submission welcome as
soon as issues have been
resolved
https://mjl.clarivate.com/wosjournal-submission/wos-journalsubmission.html

✓Scholarly content
✓Article Titles and Article Abstracts in English
✓Bibliographic Information in Roman Script
✓Clarity of language
Unsuccessful Outcome ✓Timeliness and/or Publication Volume
✓Website Functionality/Journal format
✓Presence of Ethics Statements
✓Editorial Affiliation Details
✓Author Affiliation Details
Successful
Outcome

Starts Editorial Evaluation
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Editorial
Evaluation
(Quality)

In this step, the Web of Science Editors are checking for alignment between
the journal’s title, stated scope, the composition of its editorial board and
its published content. They are also looking for evidence of editorial rigour
and adherence to community standards.
Journal characteristics subject to evaluation include:

➢ Whether the published content is consistent with the journal’s title and
stated scope
➢ Whether the size and expertise of the editorial board is appropriate to
the volume and breadth of published content
➢ Whether there is evidence of robust peer review
➢ Whether authors demonstrate characteristics that validate their
participation in the relevant scholarly community
➢ Whether the surrounding literature is cited appropriately
If a journal does not pass this step, re-submission is subject to an embargo
period of at least two years.
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EVALUATION ON QUALITY CRITERIA
EDITORIAL EVALUATION

Editorial assessment of
publication quality

Failed editorial quality
evaluation
Re-submission subject to
embargo of at least two
years
https://mjl.clarivate.com/wosjournal-submission/wos-journalsubmission.html

Unsuccessful
Outcome

✓Editorial Board Composition
✓Validity of Statements
✓Peer Review
✓Content Relevance
✓Grant Support Details
✓Adherence to Community Standards
✓Author Distribution
✓Appropriate Citations to the Literature
Successful
Outcome

Enters ESCI
and is evaluated for impact

19

Editorial
Evaluation
(Impact)

The criteria in this step are designed to select for the most impactful
journals in a given field of research, using citation activity as a primary
indicator of impact
Citation analysis is conducted at:
➢ Journal level
➢ Author level
➢ Editorial Board level
There is an additional factor that is taken into consideration:
➢ The content in the journal should be of interest, importance and value
to its intended readership and to Web of Science subscribers
➢ Content significance may be evidenced as a unique specialization, a
novel perspective, regional focus or unusual content that enriches the
breadth of Web of Science coverage. These attributes are not exclusively
reflected in journal-level citation activity.

If a journal does not pass this step, re-submission is subject to an embargo
period of at least two years.
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All journals that meet Quality Criteria, are assessed on Impact and Citation Behavior
EVALUATION ON IMPACT CRITERIA

Editorial assessment of
publication impact
Unsuccessful Outcome

Failed editorial impact
evaluation
• Entry/continued coverage
in ESCI
• Re-submission subject to
embargo of two years

✓Comparative Citation Analysis
✓Author Citation Analysis
✓EBM Citation Analysis
✓Content Significance
Successful
Outcome

Enters SCIE/SSCI/AHCI

• https://mjl.clarivate.com/wosjournal-submission/wos-journalsubmission.html
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• More information
Clarivate Libguides
http://clarivate.libguides.com/home

Web of Science You Tube Channel
https://www.youtube.com/user/WoSTraining
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Thank you!
Marcin Kapczynski
Solutions Specialists and Customer Education, Europe
Web of Science Group | Clarivate Analytics
Mobile +48 693 060 193 | marcin.kapczynski@clarivate.com

Web of Science Group retains all intellectual property rights in, and asserts rights of confidentiality over, all parts of its response submitted within this presentation.
By submitting this response we authorise you to make and distribute such copies of our proposal within your organisation and to any party contracted directly
to solely assist in the evaluation process of our presentation on a confidential basis. Any further use will be strictly subject to agreeing appropriate terms.

