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What is Scopus?
The biggest abstract and citation database





Head of an article

A) journal Title

B) Article title 

c) Authors and affiliation

D) Abstracts & Key words

Tail of an article

K) Reference



Detailed content coverage guide at 

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/69451/Scopus_ContentCoverage_Guide_WEB.pdf

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/69451/Scopus_ContentCoverage_Guide_WEB.pdf




Why Scopus?

• Increase the visibility of your 

publications

• Give you access to a global audience 

of researchers

• Access to experts for peer review 

programs

• Track the performance of your 

publications

• Monitor competitor publications

• Assimilation into a trusted scholarly 

community/subject field

11

Worldwide, Scopus is used by more 

than 5,000 academic, government and corporate 

institutions, and is the sole source of publication 

data for several university rankings including the 

THE World University Ranking and QS

Scopus indexes more than 12,000 documents per 

day / 3M documents per year

https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/who-uses



02.04.2020

Who determines journal selection?

Content Selection & Advisory 
Board (CSAB) 

The CSAB is an independent 
board of subject experts from all 
over the world.

Board members are chosen for 
their expertise in specific subject 
areas; many have (journal) 
Editor experience

https://www.elsevier.com/solutio
ns/scopus/how-scopus-
works/content/scopus-content-
selection-and-advisory-board .

https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/how-scopus-works/content/scopus-content-selection-and-advisory-board
https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/how-scopus-works/content/scopus-content-selection-and-advisory-board
https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/how-scopus-works/content/scopus-content-selection-and-advisory-board
https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/how-scopus-works/content/scopus-content-selection-and-advisory-board


Scopus Content Selection and Advisory Board (CSAB)

• Independent board of subject experts from all over 
the world

• Comprised of 17 Subject Chairs

• Chosen for their expertise in specific subject areas; 
many have (journal) Editor experience.

Scopus high quality content

Stage 
1

~3500
title suggestions per year on average

Stage 
2

39%
meet the Scopus minimum criteria

Stage 
3

46%
are accepted after the CSAB’s review

~630 Serial titles meet the full Scopus 
criteria

Vetted by independent experts

Selection and reevaluation process

• Rigorous and transparent quality and ethics selection 
criteria used  to evaluate potential titles

• Regularly revaluates Scopus content and 
discontinues titles no longer meeting the guidelines, 
e.g. 536 titles removed between 2016–20.

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/891058/The-importance-of-high-quality-content-curation-and-re-evaluation-in-Scopus.pdf


Maintaining high-quality: 

Scopus rigorous re-evaluation process and criteria
• Less than half of the reviewed titles are selected for Scopus coverage.

• The Content Selection Advisory Board is selective and strict on quality.



Transparent Scopus selection criteria for serial content

1) All titles should meet all technical criteria in order to be considered for Scopus review:

2) Eligible titles are reviewed by the CSAB according to 14 selection criteria:

Peer-review English abstracts Regular + ISSN
Roman script 

references
Publication ethics 

statement

Journal Policy Quality of Content Journal Standing Regularity Online Availability

• Convincing editorial 

concept/policy

• Type of peer-review

• Diversity geographic 

distribution of editors

• Diversity geographic 

distribution of authors

• Academic 

contribution to the field

• Clarity of abstracts 

• Quality and 

conformity with stated 

aims & scope

• Readability of articles 

• Citedness of journal 

articles in Scopus

• Editor standing

• No delay in 

publication schedule

• Content available 

online

• English-language 

journal home page

• Quality of home page

https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/how-scopus-works/content/content-policy-and-selection 

https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/how-scopus-works/content/content-policy-and-selection


Publications Ethics and 

Malpractice Statement

• PEMS is mandatory for all indexed journals, 

not only to have the statement but to live by 

the principles. 

• PEMS needs to comprehensively describe 

the scope of responsibilities as well as 

include information about consequences in 

case misconduct takes place

• NB. Separate tab

• More information: 

https://publicationethics.org/ (COPE) 

This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-NC-ND

We recommend basing your PEMS on COPE standards adapted to suit your journal

https://publicationethics.org/
https://mappingignorance.org/2018/09/05/scientific-misconduct-on-the-rise/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/


Journal Policy
Convincing editorial concept/policy

Type of peer-review

Diversity geographic distribution of editors 

Diversity geographic distribution of authors



Peer-review

Peer-review is mandatory 

Description of the peer-review process on the website

Types of peer-review 

• Open peer review: Reviewers are aware of the identity of 

the authors, and authors are also aware of the identity of 

reviewers

• Single-blind peer review: Reviewers are aware of the 

identity of the authors, but authors are unaware of the 

identity of reviewers

• Double-blind peer review: Reviewers are unaware of the 

identity of the authors. Authors are unaware of the identity 

of reviewers

Describe the type of peer-review

Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY

What is Questionable Peer Review? 

• Single review by main editor 

• Very fast reviews: 2 weeks or less, 

guaranteed 

• New journal with rapidly increasing 

volume 

• Case of author who served as his own 

referee

Journal Policy

https://cplong.org/category/digital-scholarship/the-public-philosophy-journal/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/


Diversity of Editors

• Diversity in geographic 

distribution of editor & 

editorial board is required

• Diversity should match the 

aims and scope of a title

Grading

1. No editorial board

2. Regional diversity of editorial 

board is not in line with 

editorial concept

3. Regional diversity of editorial 

board is partly in line with 

editorial concept 

4. Regional diversity of editorial 

board is entirely in line with 

editorial concept

This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-SA-NC

Journal Policy

https://www.peoplematters.in/article/diversity/leadership-impacts-potential-diversity-12857
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/3.0/
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Diversity of Authors & Reviewers

Diversity in geographic distribution of authors and 

reviewers is generally also required, however some 

exceptions may happen, depending on the aims and scope 

of the journal (a regionally specific subject)

Grading

1. Regional diversity of authors is not in line with editorial 

concept

2. Regional diversity of authors is partly in line with 

editorial concept

3. Regional diversity of authors is entirely in line with 

editorial concept
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Quality of Content
Academic contribution to the field | Clarity of abstracts | Quality and 

conformity with stated aims & scope | Readability of articles 



Academic contribution to field 

• Does this title make a unique 

contribution compared with the 

existing literature in the field?

• Good science and scholarship?

• Merely a publication outlet for one 

faculty?

• Publishing all or most 

submissions? 

• What is the acceptance rate?

Quality of Content



Clarity of abstracts

• The abstract is displayed in Scopus 

• Its quality of language & content is of high importance

Ensure abstracts are 

comprehensive covering not only 

introduction but also methods and 

results

Keep in mind that high quality 

abstracts are absolutely essential 

especially for non-English journals

Grading

1. No abstracts

2. Abstract non-English only

3. Abstracts in English, but unclear and/or 

not enough detail

4. Abstracts in English, fairly clear and/or 

fairly detailed

5. Abstracts in English, very clear and 

detailed

Quality of Content



Aims and Scope

Quality and conformity with stated aims

• Is the actual content of the title in line with the stated aims and scope 

of the title? 

Readability of articles

• The quality of sample articles is assessed using two criteria: 

• Language (language should be clear)

• Layout and format of text and figures

Grading

Extremely poor / Poor / Fair / Good / Extremely good

This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-NC

Quality of Content

http://www.pngall.com/aim-png/download/49830
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/


JOURNAL STANDING
Citedness of journal articles in Scopus |  Editor standing



Citations

• How well is this title cited when compared to other titles in the field?

• Is it cited by journals already in Scopus? → REF (“Journal title”)?



02.04.2020

Editor reputation

• The reputation of the Editor in Chief and his/her Deputy/Associate
• This can be difficult to assess: a good editor may not have a high 

academic profile
• Verifiable affiliations, up-to-date scholarly output, active or not 
• Involvement in editorials
• Member of Cope

Grading

Very poor standing / Poor standing / Fair standing / 

Good standing / Extremely good standing

Link editor names on journal homepage to Scopus author profile page



Regularity
No delay in publication schedule



Publishing regularity

• Is the number of issues per year 

consistent? 

• Is the publication delayed, based on 

the stated publication schedule?

• How often delays happen?

• Are all issues with a similar number 

of papers or is there a large 

discrepancy?

Grading

1. Poor: delayed by 4 or more issues

2. Good: 1 issue delayed

3. Fair: 2-3 issues delayed; 

4. Extremely good: Published on time
Don’t let one volume 

span across more than 

one year

Regularity
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Online Availability
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Online availability

Content available online

Some are free and some in access/password protected – no difference

Grading: Recent content not available online / Recent content available online 

English-language homepage

How much content is in English? Is the relevant information translated?

Grading: Not in English / Partly in English / Entirely in English

The quality of the journal homepage

Does it contain key information about a journal, e.g., Aims and Scope, ISSN (and E-ISSN), editorial 

board members with affiliations, scientific society, subscription details, publication ethics policies, 

copyright agreement? Is it professionally designed and intuitive? 

Grading: No homepage / Extremely poor / Poor; Fair / Good; Extremely good



Continuous, online title review process

Scopus Team CSAB



Steps

• Check the current Scopus title lists to be sure it's not already indexed: Journals list

• Read the board's statement: A General Introduction to Scopus and the Work of the Content Selection & 
Advisory Board

• Study the Selection Criteria

• Pre-check (http://www.ready.joiv.org/)

• Then use the Scopus Title Suggestion Form

• Read the FAQs for the Content selection process

• Review the CSAB’s suggestions on the Role of an Editor

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/excel_doc/0015/91122/extlistJanuary2023.xlsx
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/95116/general_introduction_csab.pdf
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/95116/general_introduction_csab.pdf
https://suggestor.step.scopus.com/index.cfm
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/1192583/ScopusFAQContentSelectionProcess20210928.pdf
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/95117/Role-of-editor.pdf


Pre-check Service

https://www.readyforscopus.com/



Suggesting a title for indexing

Embargos are 

applied on 

rejection

Resources:

Scopus Content Page - https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/content 

Suggest a serial title - http://suggestor.step.scopus.com/suggestTitle/step1.cfm  

Queries - titlesuggestion@scopus.com 

https://www.elsevier.com/solutions/scopus/content
http://suggestor.step.scopus.com/suggestTitle/step1.cfm
mailto:titlesuggestion@scopus.com


Example
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/asia-pacific-journal-of-sports-medicine-

arthroscopy-rehabilitation-and-technology
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Journal homepage

The journal homepage is the first place 

CSAB chair goes once they receive a 

submission

The impression the homepage leaves, 

and to what degree it demonstrates your 

quality and how well you meet the 

criteria makes a difference

Online availability



Useful reading

• Scopus Content Coverage Guide 

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/69451/scopus_content

_coverage_guide.pdf

• Scopus Content FAQ

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/95118/SC_FAQ-

content-selection-process-22092014.pdf

https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/69451/scopus_content_coverage_guide.pdf
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/69451/scopus_content_coverage_guide.pdf
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/95118/SC_FAQ-content-selection-process-22092014.pdf
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/95118/SC_FAQ-content-selection-process-22092014.pdf


Additional slides



Indexing

Scopus indexes more than 12,000 documents per day / 3M documents per year, extracting  bibliographic data to 

make documents retrievable and to create a network of entities and associated metrics

1. Year, journal title - Counts of papers by 
year (trends)

2. Title, keywords - Delineation of scientific 
fields/subfields

3. Authors - Counts of papers by 
researcher

4. Affiliations - Counts of papers by 
institution, funder province, region & 
country

5. References - Citations counts, i.e. 
number of times paper appears in 
references of other papers to measure 
scientific impact

References

1

2

3

4

2

5

Funding 

Acknowledgement
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