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Evaluative Metrics and Research Practices

a. What is the perceived importance of evaluative metrics such as impact factor and h-
index in academia?

b. What are the strategies academics apply based on the perceived importance of 
evaluative metrics, if any?

c. What is the changing nature of research and scholarly communication with the increasing 
use of evaluative metrics in different disciplines?



Semi-Structured Interviews

a. the participant’s understanding and use of evaluative metrics

b. the participant’s publication and citation practices

c. the participant’s opinions on the usefulness and appropriateness of the use of evaluative 
metrics in research assessment



GAMING THE SYSTEM



“The fact is, you know, if you publish two small works, you get more citations than if you publish a 
comprehensive work.” (Participant #4 - Sciences)



“I think some people do break up their studies, published bits and pieces here and there that’s quite 
common. I certainly have co-authored on papers on the same data in different ways, but that’s 
common in our field.” (Participant #7 - Sciences)



“If you are interested in gender equality people have noticed that men are more often cited than 
women, so now if you want to try to help other women, you try to think of people in the profession 
who have written relevant articles…. These are the people that you could cite to increase the 
visibility of women to counteract that imbalance. So that means you might be more inclined to cite 
more women now to improve their rankings.” (Participant #16 - Humanities/Social Sciences)



STEM VS. SSH



“It certainly has impact… I have done some educational research, not published, because the 
impact factor is so low, that you can’t… the effort to do a paper in physics and the effort to do a 
paper in educational research. The impact factor is hugely different. So now I have changed my mind 
a bit but that had certainly happened to me in the past.” (Participant #2 - Sciences)



“In the Humanities we often cite work that’s quite out of date, as part of a discursive rhetorical 
device to develop an argument. We might even cite things we extensively disagree with. Just a way to 
have an opposition and a dialectical process.” (Participant #15 - Humanities)



“I think I want people to read my work 15 years from now, 100 years from now, and not forget 
about it in 5 years, but that means one has to take one’s time.” (Participant #19 - Humanities)



THEORETICAL VS. APPLIED



“You need some money to do science, as a theorist, you don’t need a laboratory, … but if I want to 
travel to conferences, to have money to replace machines, etc.”

“If the result is good, you publish it. If you don’t publish it, somebody else might. It’s usually the 
opposite. People… they want to publish first, they publish the results that they should not have; they 
have errors in them, people tend to publish too much.” (Participant #4 - Sciences)



“I do mostly pure maths, I also do some of the applied things. I have one small part in a paper that 
is in the engineering journal. The engineering journal has five times of impact factor as any of the 
mathematical journals. Therefore, that’s my best paper, by having nothing, no real insight of mine in 
it. If I were asked what I do, I wouldn’t mention that at all.” 

“I would say the use of all these kinds of indexes increase the tension between the two things. 
Because we then feel… we are getting disadvantaged. If it were just… the mathematicians are 
judged this way, and other people are judged in their own field, we wouldn’t feel that they are getting 
an advantage.” (Participant #6 - Sciences)



“…new element in the conversation that this is… which journal to go to? Is this more of a physics 
or mathematical problem? Well should we just go for the higher impact factor? Well it looks better 
on your cv, when people outside your field is looking at your cv, for promotion, for grant application 
or whatever, they may not know the journals they would very quickly see the impact factor.” 
(Participant #5 - Sciences)



“I was very pragmatic and it’s something that funding agencies haven’t figured out yet. Most of the 
time you expect some very good papers at the end of the project. So I have my ERC finishing next 
month, there will be papers coming out afterwards so the thing is for open access you have to pay 
yourself because so typically 1000 euros, sometimes some journals even more, the thing is I don’t 
have money because the grant is finished unless the School pays for it. It’s very difficult to put them 
in open access simply because I don’t have the funds for it. ” (Participant #3 - Sciences)



“… in the projects I am involved in the past two years, there was a concern that if we present it the 
work too early in a conference before getting the final results and publishing them. We lose the 
competitive edge… I’ve heard situations research teams not releasing data because they haven’t 
published yet, it’s a pressure from either the funding agency…” (Participant #1 - Sciences)



METRICS FOR RESEARCH ASSESSMENTS?



“I tend to be very mistrustful of citation index and things like that. They don’t serve us very well. If 
you are an active researcher, you know why some work is cited, I don’t need data to tell me.” 
(Participant #17 - Humanities)



“If it is not measuring what it’s claimed to measure, then it’s doing 
more harm than good.” (Participant #6 - Sciences)


