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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

This report was commissioned by IMI from Thomson Reuters.  It benchmarks research published by IMI-

supported projects with other selected public private partnerships.  It also analyses the collaboration of IMI-

supported projects with the goal of producing a index that IMI can use to incentivize research collaboration.  

The key findings of this report are: 

 

Benchmarking of IMI project research against selected comparators: 

 The output of papers arising from projects supported by IMI increased rapidly between 2010 and 2013 

(1966.7%), and compared to the selected comparators its rate of growth was exceptionally high 

(Section 4.2.1).  

 The citation impact of most of the selected comparators has remained at around twice world average 

between 2010 and 2013, indicating highly-cited internationally significant research (Section 4.2.2).  

 IMI project research had the highest citation impact (2.59), and TI Pharma had the lowest (1.70) over 

the period analyzed (Section 4.2.2). 

 The exceptionally high citation impact of IMI project research in 2010 (4.31) is driven by several 

highly-cited papers (Section 4.2.2). 

 IMI project research had a similar percentage of uncited research as the comparators between 2010 

and 2013. No IMI project papers published in 2010 are uncited (Section 4.2.3). 

 The percentage of highly-cited papers funded by IMI project was second (26.3% overall) to that of 

FNIH (28.8% overall). And was similar to that of the Wellcome Trust (23.4% overall) and MRC (23.0% 

overall) (Section 4.2.4). 

 The performance of IMI project research and the comparator institutions is similar even though IMI is 

relatively young (Section 4.2.5). 

 

Research collaboration by IMI-supported projects: 

 BTCure has the greatest number of cross sector collaborative publications, 76 out of 132, or 58%. 

PROactive, PharmaCog, PROTECT, and BioVacSafe have the highest percentage of cross sector 

collaborative publications (90%, 86%, 80% and 80% respectively) (Section 5.1.1).  

 BTCure has the most internationally collaborative publications involving more than two countries (34 

out of 132), with an IntlScore of 0.44. PharmaCog, PROactive, and EU-Aims have highest IntlScore 

(0.69, 0.68, and 0.66 respectively) (Section 5.1.2). 

 The organizations that collaborate together the most frequently in IMI project publications are King’s 

College and the University of London (Section 5.1.3). 

 PROactive had the highest overall collaboration index score (2.58), followed by PharmaCog, EU-

AIMS and PROTECT (2.51, 2.37 and 2.34 respectively) (Section 5.2). 
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2 INTRODUCTION 

 OVERVIEW 2.1

The Innovative Medicines Initiative Joint Undertaking (IMI) has commissioned Thomson Reuters to undertake 

a periodic evaluation of its research portfolio using bibliometric and intellectual property indicators.  

The commissioned evaluation comprises a series of bi-annual reports focusing on research publications and 

patents produced by IMI funded researchers. This report is the fifth evaluation in the series. 

 INNOVATIVE MEDICINES INITIATIVE JOINT UNDERTAKING 2.2

The Innovative Medicines Initiative (IMI) is working to improve health by speeding up the development of, and 
patient access to, innovative medicines, particularly in areas where there is an unmet medical or social need. 
It does this by facilitating collaboration between the key players involved in healthcare research, including 
universities, the pharmaceutical and other industries, small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs), patient 
organisations, and medicines regulators. 
 

IMI is a partnership between the European Union and the European pharmaceutical industry, represented by 

the European Federation of Pharmaceutical Industries and Associations (EFPIA). IMI has a budget of €3.3 

billion for the period 2014-2024. Half of this comes from the EU’s research and innovation programme, 

Horizon 2020. The other half comes from large companies, mostly from the pharmaceutical sector; these do 

not receive any EU funding, but contribute to the projects ‘in kind’, for example by donating their researchers’ 

time or providing access to research facilities or resources. 

 THOMSON REUTERS 2.3

Thomson Reuters is the world’s leading source of intelligent information for business and professionals. We 

combine industry expertise with innovative technology to deliver critical information markets, powered by the 

world’s most trusted news organization. Visit our webpage for more information.  

 THOMSON REUTERS RESEARCH ANALYTICS 2.4

Thomson Reuters Research Analytics is a suite of products, services and tools that provide comprehensive 

research analysis, evaluation and management. For over half a century we have pioneered the world of 

citation indexing and analysis, helping to connect scientific and scholarly thought around the world. Today, 

academic and research institutions, governments, not-for-profits, funding agencies, and all others with a stake 

in research need reliable, objective methods for managing and measuring performance.  Visit our webpage for 

more information. 

 THOMSON REUTERS CUSTOM ANALYTICS & ENGINEERED 2.5
SOLUTIONS 

Thomson Reuters Custom Analytics & Engineered Solutions provide reporting and consultancy services within 

Research Analytics using customized analyses to bring together several indicators of research performance in 

such a way as to enable customers to rapidly make sense and interpret of a wide-range of data points to 

facilitate research strategy decision-making. 

Our consultants have up to 15 years’ experience in research performance analysis and interpretation. We 

have extensive experience with databases on research inputs, activity and outputs and have developed 

innovative analytical approaches for benchmarking, interpreting and visualization of international, national and 

institutional research impact. 

 SCOPE OF THIS REPORT 2.6

The analyses and indicators presented in this report have been specified to provide an analysis of IMI-

supported research for research management purposes: 

http://thomsonreuters.com/
http://researchanalytics.thomsonreuters.com/
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To provide bibliometric indicators to benchmark IMI project research with research supported by a few 
other selected public private partnerships. 

To work towards developing a collaboration index to assess the ‘collaborativeness’ of IMI projects that 
could eventually act to incentivize collaboration. 

Outline of report 

Section 3 describes the data sources and methodology used in this report along with definitions of the 
indicators and guidelines to interpretation. 

Section 4 presents citation analyses of IMI project research benchmarked against research from selected 
comparators. 

Section 5 presents three metrics for measuring collaboration within IMI projects and proposes a 
collaboration index. 

 

3 DATA SOURCES, INDICATORS, METHODOLOGIES AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 

   BIBLIOMETRIC DATA AND CITATION ANALYSIS 3.1

 BACKGROUND 3.1.1

Research evaluation is increasingly making wider use of bibliometric data and analyses.  Bibliometrics is the 

analysis of data derived from publications and their citations.  Publication of research outcomes is an integral 

part of the research process and is a universal activity.  Consequently, bibliometric data have a currency 

across subjects, time and location that is found in few other sources of research-relevant data.  The use of 

bibliometric analysis, allied to informed review by experts, increases the objectivity of and confidence in 

evaluation. 

Research publications accumulate citation counts when they are referred to by more recent publications.  

Citations to prior work are a normal part of publication, and reflect the value placed on a work by later 

researchers.  Some papers get cited frequently and many remain uncited.  Highly cited work is recognized as 

having a greater impact and Thomson Reuters has shown that high citation rates are correlated with other 

qualitative evaluations of research performance, such as peer review.1 This relationship holds across most 

science and technology areas and, to a limited extent, in social sciences and even in some humanities 

subjects. 

Indicators derived from publication and citation data should always be used with caution.  Some fields publish 

at faster rates than others and citation rates also vary.  Citation counts must be carefully normalised to 

account for such variations by field.  Because citation counts naturally grow over time it is essential to account 

for growth by year.  Normalization is usually done by reference to the relevant global average for the field and 

for the year of publication. 

Bibliometric indicators have been found to be more informative for core natural sciences, especially for basic 

science, than they are for applied and professional areas and for social sciences.  In professional areas the 

range of publication modes used by leading researchers is likely to be diverse as they target a diverse, non-

academic audience.  In social sciences there is also a diversity of publication modes and citation rates are 

typically much lower than in natural sciences.   

Bibliometrics work best with large data samples.  As the data are disaggregated, so the relationship weakens.  

Average indicator values (e.g. of citation impact) for small numbers of publications can be skewed by single 

outlier values.  At a finer scale, when analyzing the specific outcome for individual departments, the statistical 

relationship is rarely a sufficient guide by itself.  For this reason, bibliometrics are best used in support of, but 

not as a substitute for, expert decision processes.  Well-founded analyses can enable conclusions to be 

reached more rapidly and with greater certainty, and are therefore an aid to management and to increased 

                                                      
1
 Evidence Ltd. (2002) Maintaining Research Excellence and Volume: A report by Evidence Ltd to the Higher Education 

Funding Councils for England, Scotland and Wales and to Universities UK. (Adams J, et al.) 48pp. 



 

Bibliometric analysis of IMI ongoing projects              Page | 8                                                                                                                                           
 

 

confidence among stakeholders, but they cannot substitute for review by well-informed and experienced 

peers. 

 

 PUBLICATION AND CITATION DATA SOURCES 3.1.2

For this project, bibliometric data have been sourced from Thomson Reuters Databases underlying the Web 

of Science
TM

, which gives access to conference proceedings, patents, websites, and chemical structures, 

compounds and reactions in addition to journals.  It has a unified structure that integrates all data and search 

terms together and therefore provides a level of comparability not found in other databases.  It is widely 

acknowledged to be the world’s leading source of citation and bibliometric data.  The Web of Science
TM

 Core 

Collection is part of the Web of Science, and focuses on research published in journals and conferences in 

science, medicine, arts, humanities and social sciences.  The authoritative, multidisciplinary content covers 

over 12,000 of the highest impact journals worldwide, including Open Access journals and over 150,000 

conference proceedings.  Coverage is both current and retrospective in the sciences, social sciences, arts and 

humanities, in some cases back to 1900.  Within the research community these data are often still referred to 

by the acronym ‘ISI’.  Thomson Reuters has extensive experience with databases on research inputs, activity 

and outputs and has developed innovative analytical approaches for benchmarking and interpreting 

international, national and institutional research impact. 

Granularity of analysis is an important issue.  Unduly fine analysis at the level of research groups provides 

little comparability or connectedness, while coarse analysis may miss spikes of excellence in key areas. 

Journals are mapped to one or more subject categories, and every article within that journal is subsequently 

assigned to that category.  Thomson Reuters uses these categories as the basis for bibliometric analysis 

because they are well-established and informed by extensive work with the research community since 

inception.  Papers from prestigious, ‘multidisciplinary’ and general ‘biomedical’ journals such as Nature, 

Science, BMJ, The Lancet, New England Journal of Medicine and the Proceedings of the National Academy 

of Sciences (PNAS) are assigned to specific categories based on the journal categories of the citing and cited 

references in each article.  Further information about the journals included in the citation databases and how 

they are selected is available here: http://ip-science.thomsonreuters.com/mjl/. 

The bibliometric evaluation of research covered in this report has been based principally on analysis of 

research published between 2010 and 2014 with citation counts as at July 2014 for all “current” indicators and 

citation counts as at end-2013 for all indicators calculated with reference to world citation baselines (e.g. 

normalized citation impact). The analyses presented in this report will not cover conference proceedings, 

meeting abstracts, books, chapters in books or grey literature such as reports.  It therefore captures only a 

specific part of the total output of the IMI’s project research over the period, but this part is usually recognized 

as describing the most direct contribution to the research base. 

Annex 3 provides the standard methodology and data definitions used in bibliometric and citation analyses.  A 

brief summary of citation data definitions is also given in Section 3.1.3. 

 BIBLIOMETRIC AND CITATION DATA DEFINITION AND INDICATORS 3.1.3

Citations:  The citation count is the number of times that a citation has been recorded for a given publication 

since it was published.  Not all citations are necessarily recorded since not all publications are indexed.  

However, the material indexed by Thomson Reuters is estimated to attract about 95% of global citations. 

Citation impact:  ‘Citations per paper’ is an index of academic or research impact (as compared with 

economic or social impact).  It is calculated by dividing the sum of citations by the total number of papers in 

any given dataset (so, for a single paper, raw impact is the same as its citation count).  Impact can be 

calculated for papers within a specific research field such as Clinical Neurology, or for a specific institution or 

group of institutions, or a specific country.  Citation count declines in the most recent years of any time-period 

http://ip-science.thomsonreuters.com/mjl/
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as papers have had less time to accumulate citations (papers published in 2007 will typically have more 

citations than papers published in 2010). 

Field-normalized citation impact (NCIF):  Citation rates vary between research fields and with time, 

consequently, analyses must take both field and year into account.  In addition, the type of publication will 

influence the citation count.  For this reason, only citation counts of papers (as defined above) are used in 

calculations of citation impact.  The standard normalization factor is the world average citations per paper for 

the year and journal category in which the paper was published. This normalization is also referred to as 

‘rebasing’ the citation count. 

Mean normalized citation impact (mNCI):  The mean NCI indicator for any specific dataset is calculated as 

the mean of the field-normalized citation impact (NCIF) of all papers within that dataset. 

Papers/publications:  Thomson Reuters abstracts publications including editorials, meeting abstracts and 

book reviews as well as research journal articles.  The terms ‘paper’ and ‘publication’ are often used 

interchangeably to refer to printed and electronic outputs of many types.   

For clarity, in this report:  

 Publication is used inclusively to refer to all IMI publications whether linked to Thomson Reuters 
citation data or not. 

 Web of Science Publication is used exclusively to refer to those IMI publications which have been 
linked to Thomson Reuters citation data.  

 Paper is used exclusively to refer to substantive journal articles, reviews and some proceedings 
papers and excludes editorials, meeting abstracts or other types of publication.  Papers are the subset 
of publications for which citation data are most informative and which are used in calculations of 
citation impact.   

Percentage of highly-cited papers: For the purpose of this report, highly-cited papers have been defined as 

those articles and reviews which belong to the world’s top 10% of papers in that journal category and year of 

publication, when ranked by number of citations received. A percentage that is above 10 indicates above 

average performance.  

Percentage of uncited papers: For the purpose of this report, uncited papers have been defined as those 

articles and reviews which have not been cited as of July 2014. As more recent research is less likely to be 

cited than older research, so higher percentage of uncited papers should not be taken as evidence that these 

researches are more likely to remain uncited.  

Research field: Standard bibliometric methodology uses journal category as a proxy for research field.  

Journals are assigned to one or more categories, and every article within that journal is subsequently 

assigned to that category.  Papers from prestigious, ‘multidisciplinary’ and general medical journals such as 

Nature, Science, The Lancet, BMJ, The New England Journal of Medicine and the Proceedings of the 

National Academy of Sciences (PNAS) are assigned to specific categories based on the journal categories of 

the references cited in the article.  The selection procedures for the journals included in the citation databases 

are documented here http://ip-science.thomsonreuters.com/mjl/. For this evaluation, the standard 

classification of Web of Science journal categories has been used. 

Web of Science journal categories or Essential Science Indicators® fields: Standard bibliometric 

methodology uses journal category or Essential Science Indicators® fields as a proxy for research field.  ESI 

fields aggregate data at a higher level than the journal categories – there are only 22 ESI research fields 

compared to 254 journal categories.  Journals are assigned to one or more categories, and every article within 

that journal is subsequently assigned to that category.  Papers from prestigious, ‘multidisciplinary’ and general 

medical journals such as Nature, Science, The Lancet, BMJ, The New England Journal of Medicine and the 

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences (PNAS) are assigned to specific categories based on the 

http://ip-science.thomsonreuters.com/mjl/
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journal categories of the references cited in the article.  The selection procedures for the journals included in 

the citation databases are documented here: http://ip-science.thomsonreuters.com/mjl/. 

 INTERPRETATION OF BIBLIOMETRIC INDICATORS AND CITATION ANALYSES 3.1.4

The following points should be borne in mind when considering the results of these analyses: 

IMI JU only started to fund projects in May 2009. Of the 46 active projects, 23 were launched since 1 
January 2012.  It may take several years for a project to progress from inception to the point where it has 
generated sufficient data for a publication. It may take further years until it has produced its most valuable 
results. The IMI JU projects that will be analysed are therefore relatively young, and early bibliometric 
indicators may not fully reflect their eventual impact. 

Bibliometrics work best with large data samples. As the data are disaggregated, so the relationship 
weakens.  Average indicator values (e.g. of citation impact) for small numbers of publications can be 
skewed by single outlier values. At a finer scale, when analysing the specific outcome for individual 
departments, the statistical relationship is rarely a sufficient guide by itself.  For this reason, bibliometrics 
are best used in support of, but not as a substitute for, expert decision processes. Well-founded analyses 
can enable conclusions to be reached more rapidly and with greater certainty, and are therefore an aid to 
management and to increased confidence among stakeholders, but they cannot substitute for review by 
well-informed and experienced peers. 

As noted above many of the publications associated with IMI JU-funded projects are relatively recent.  
Publications accumulate citations over time and it may take years until a given publication is cited.  While 
citation counts in early years have been shown to reflect long-term citation performance,

2
 indicators based 

on citation counts may be relatively more volatile in the years immediately following publication 

INDICATOR THRESHOLDS 

Papers: The minimum number of papers suitable as a sample for quantitative research evaluation is a 
subject of widespread discussion.  Larger samples are always more reliable, but a very high minimum 
may defeat the scope and specificity of analysis.  Experience has indicated that a threshold between 20 
and 50 papers can generally be deemed appropriate.  For work that is likely to be published with little 
contextual information, the upper boundary (≥ 50) is a desirable starting point.  For work that will be used 
primarily by an expert, in-house group then the lower boundary (≥ 20) may be approached.  Because 
comparisons for in-house evaluation often involve smaller, more specific research groups (compared to 
broad institutional comparisons) a high volume threshold is self-defeating.  Smaller samples may be used 
but outcomes must be interpreted with caution and expert review should draw on multiple information 
sources before reaching any conclusions. 

Field normalised citation impact: such values for individual papers vary widely and it is more useful to 
consider the average for a set of papers.  This average can be at several granularities: field (either journal 
category or field), annual and overall (total output under consideration).  When considering such average 
data points, care must be taken to understand that these data are highly skewed and the average can be 
driven by a single, highly-cited paper (this would be highlighted in accompanying text though not apparent 
from Tables & Figures).  The world average is 1.0, so any value higher than this indicates a paper, or set 
of papers, which are cited more than average for similar research worldwide.  For research management 
purposes, experience suggests that values between 1.0 and 2.0 should be considered to be indicative of 
research which is influential at a national level whilst that cited more than twice the world average has 
international recognition. 

  

                                                      
2
 Adams, J. et al. (2002) Maintaining Research Excellence and Volume: A report by Evidence Ltd to the Higher Education 

Funding Councils for England, Scotland and Wales and to Universities UK, 
http://www.hefce.ac.uk/pubs/rdreports/2002/rd08_02/rd08_02.pdf 

http://ip-science.thomsonreuters.com/mjl/
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Research field: A problem frequently encountered in the analysis of data about the research process is that 

of ‘mapping’.  For example, a funding body allocates money for chemistry but this goes to researchers in 

biology and engineering as well as to chemistry departments.  Clinicians publish in mathematics and 

education journals.  Publications in environmental journals come from a diversity of disciplines.  This creates a 

problem when we try to define, for example, ‘Parasitology research’.  Is this the work funded under 

Parasitology programmes, the work of researchers in Parasitology units or the work published in Parasitology 

journals?  For the first two options we need to track individual grants and researchers to their outputs, which is 

feasible but not within the scope of this study nor for every comparator institution.  Therefore, to create a 

simple and transparent dataset of equal validity across time and geography, we rely on the set of journals 

associated with Parasitology as a proxy for the body of research reflecting the field. 

 DATASET DEFINITIONS USED IN THE BIBLIOMETRIC INDICATORS AND CITATION ANALYSIS 3.1.5

IMI project publications/papers: This dataset comprises publications from IMI-supported projects identified 

using bibliographic data supplied by IMI, or through specific keyword searches using funding acknowledgment 

data in Web of Science. 

Benchmark publications/papers: This benchmark dataset has been created using specific keyword 

searches on funding acknowledgment data in Thomson Reuters Web of Science to define those publications 

where the other selected PPIs have been acknowledged as a funder. This is the same process by which IMI 

project publications have been identified. 

 COLLABORATION ANALYSIS AND METHODOLOGY 3.2

 BACKGROUND 3.2.1

Increasing research collaboration is a global trend. Whilst in academia collaboration is driven by factors such 

as esteem, visibility in high impact journals and access to pioneering research techniques, IMI’s Executive 

Director, Michel Goldman, has observed that there is no analogous driver incentivizing corporate research 

collaboration.  IMI has therefore commissioned Thomson Reuters to work towards the development of a new 

metric to assess the ‘collaborativeness’ of researchers that could eventually act to incentivize collaboration. 

 DATA SOURCES 3.2.2

For this project, bibliometric data have been sourced from Thomson Reuters Databases underlying the Web 

of Science
TM

 (described previously in section 3.2.1). Thomson Reuters will use IMI project publications 

identified in section 3.1.5 of this report and IMI author sectors identified by IMI.  

 COLLABORATION DATA DEFINITION AND INDICATORS 3.2.3

Collaboration: A collaboration is an instance of co-authorship on a publication from the list of IMI project 

publications 

Cross Sector Collaboration: A cross sector collaboration is a publication containing multiple sectors in the 

author affiliations. Organizations from author affiliations were classified into one of four sectors: academic, 

government, patient organization, or research/other. 

International Collaboration: An international collaboration is a publication containing multiple countries in the 

author affiliations. 

Collaboration Intensity: IMI is interested in examining the similarity of collaborations within each project. To 

examine this feature, we will use a cosine similarity function to describe the consistency (or not) of 

collaboration pairs within each project. 
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 INTERPRETATION OF BIBLIOMETRIC INDICATORS AND CITATION ANALYSES 3.2.4

In addition to those discussed in section 3.1.4 above, the following points should be borne in mind when 

considering the results of these analyses: 

Each organization affiliated with an IMI Project publication was classified into sectors manually by 
Thomson Reuters analysts. Each organization was assigned to one sector only. 95.6% of the 
organizations were classified. 

 

 DATASET DEFINITIONS USED IN THE BIBLIOMETRIC INDICATORS AND CITATION ANALYSIS 3.2.5

IMI project publications/papers: This dataset comprises publications from IMI-supported projects identified 

using bibliographic data supplied by IMI, or through specific keyword searches using funding acknowledgment 

data in Web of Science. 

Co-authors from IMI project publications: The IMI project publications were run through a person 

disambiguation engine (PDE) prior to analysis. This data was used to examine collaborations between IMI-

funded researchers and those outside of IMI (hereafter referred to as non-IMI-funded). 

Country affiliation: The country affiliation of IMI- and non-IMI-funded researchers was determined using data 

from author affiliations in the Web of Science. 

 

4 BENCHMARKING ANALYSIS – IMI PROJECT RESEARCH 
AGAINST OTHER RESEARCH FROM SELECTED 
COMPARATORS 

This section of the report presents analyses of output and citation impact of IMI project research benchmarked 

against research associated with other selected Public-Private Partnerships, several leading funding 

organizations of biomedical research across USA and Europe.  

Publications from IMI-supported projects were identified using bibliographic data supplied by IMI, or through 

specific keyword searches using funding acknowledgment data in Web of Science.  The data presented in this 

report cover publication years 2008 to 2013 with citations to the end of 2013.The updated IMI-supported 

publications since fourth report are collected (see list in Annex 1) and thus the changes of IMI activity will be 

reflected.  

Publications for analyses include all publications supported by selected comparators were identified through 

specific keyword searches using funding acknowledgment data in Thomson Reuters Web of Science.  

 IDENTIFYING COMPARATORS 4.1

A total of seven candidate comparators was reviewed by Thomson Reuters and supplied to IMI for further 

verification prior to inclusion in the analyses. 

Following discussion with IMI, four comparator institutions (Foundation for the National Institutes of Health 

(FNIH), Medical Research Council (MRC), Top Institute Pharma (TI Pharma), and Wellcome Trust) were 

selected for further analysis in this report. All of the selected comparators have sufficient publications to allow 

a robust analysis (Table 4.1.1). 
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TABLE 4.1.1 SUMMARY INFORMATION OF SELECTED COMPARATORS 

Comparators # Funded 
Publications  
 (2008-2014) 

Country Region 

Foundation for the National 
Institutes of Health 

1,038 USA U.S. 

Medical Research Council  22 567 UK Europe 

Top Institute Pharma  989 Netherland Europe 

Wellcome Trust  27 710 UK Europe 

 

 TRENDS IN OUTPUT AND CITATION IMPACT: IMI PROJECT 4.2
RESEARCH COMPARED WITH SELECTED COMPARATORS 

This section of the report analyses trends in the performance of IMI project research and benchmarks this 

against four selected comparators (Foundations for National Institutes of Health (FNIH), Medical Research 

Council (MRC), Top Institute Pharma (TI Pharma), and Wellcome Trust). 

The publications funded by each comparator were identified using specific keyword searches of the funding 

acknowledgment data provided by authors and abstracted in Web of Science. This is the same process by 

which IMI project publications have been previously identified (see the fourth Report). Authors may not always 

acknowledge their sources of funding, and may not always do so correctly. Therefore, the coverage of the 

datasets used in these analyses may not be complete and may not be entirely accurate. 

 TRENDS IN OUTPUT:  IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH 4 SELECTED 4.2.1
COMPARATORS 

The output of IMI and the comparators varies widely (some produce many papers and some relatively few), 

therefore a visual comparison of absolute paper counts would not provide an understanding of their growth 

relative to one another.  In order to provide a more easily interpretable comparison, Figure 4.2.1 shows the 

percentage of each institution’s papers published in total between 2010 and 2013 that were published in each 

year. 

 The output of papers arising from projects supported by IMI increased rapidly between 2010 and 2013 

(1966.7%), and compared to the selected comparators its rate of growth was exceptionally high 

(Figure 4.2.1). 

 Regarding the number of funded papers, IMI overtook FNIH and TI Pharma’s in 2013 (Table 4.2.1). 

 Wellcome Trust and MRC experienced similar slower growth over this time period, whereas the 

exceptional large publication base (Table 4.2.1) still indicating their position as well-established 

funding initiative. 
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FIGURE 4.2.1 TRENDS IN OUTPUT: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH 4 SELECTED 

COMPARATORS 

 
 

TABLE 4.2.1 TRENDS IN NUMBER OF PAPERS: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH 4 

SELECTED COMPARATORS 

 IMI FNIH MRC TI Pharma 
Wellcome 

Trust 
2010 18 177 3 948 128 4 990 

2011 77 180 4 307 227 5 210 

2012 198 223 4 508 255 5 608 

2013 354 256 4 604 242 5 613 

 

 TRENDS IN FIELD NORMALISED CITATION IMPACT: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED 4.2.2
WITH 4 SELECTED COMPARATORS 

As discussed in Section 3.1.2, citations accumulate over time at a rate that is dependent upon the field of 

research. Therefore, it is standard bibliometric practice to normalize citation counts for these two factors. In 

this report, field-normalized citation impact has been calculated by dividing the citations received by each 

publication by the world average citations per publication for the relevant year and field. 

 The citation impact of most of the selected comparators has remained at around twice world average 

between 2010 and 2013 (Figure 4.2.2), indicating highly-cited internationally significant research.  

 IMI project research had the highest citation impact (2.59), and TI Pharma had the lowest (1.70) over 

the period analyzed. 

 The citation impact of MRC and Wellcome Trust has remained relatively stable, while IMI and FNIH 

showed greater variability. This is to be expected given the smaller number of papers funded by IMI 

and FNIH, and its growth relative to the output of more established research institutions like MRC and 

Wellcome Trust. 

 The exceptionally high citation impact of IMI project research in 2010 (4.31) is driven by several 

highly-cited papers (listed in Annex 2). 
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FIGURE 4.2.2 TRENDS IN FIELD NORMALISED CITATION IMPACT: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH 

COMPARED WITH 4 SELECTED COMPARATORS 

 
 
 
 

 TRENDS IN UNCITED RESEARCH: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH OTHER 4 4.2.3
COMPARATORS 

Figure 4.2.3 shows the percentage of uncited papers between 2010 and 2013. 

 IMI project research had a similar percentage of uncited research as the comparators between 2010 

and 2013. No IMI project papers published in 2010 are uncited. 

 The similar trends in uncited papers indicate the similar citation life-cycle for biomedical research 

funded across all the benchmarking entities. As more recent publications are less likely to be cited 

than older publications, so higher percentage of uncited papers in 2013 should not be taken as 

evidence that these researches are more likely to remain uncited. 
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FIGURE 4.2.3 TRENDS IN UNCITED PAPERS: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH 4 

SELECTED COMPARATORS 

 

 
 

 

 TRENDS IN HIGHLY CITED RESEARCH: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH 4 4.2.4
SELECTED COMPARATORS 

As discussed in Section 3.1.2, high-cited work is recognized as having a greater impact and Thomson Reuters 

correlates with other qualitative evaluations of research performance, such as peer review. For institutional 

research evaluation we have found that the world’s top 10% of most highly-cited papers is often a suitable 

definition of highly-cited work.  Therefore, if more than 10% of an entity’s publications are in the top 10% of the 

world’s most highly-cited papers then it performs better than expected. 

 All of the entities had a higher than expected percentage of highly-cited papers between 2010 and 

2013. 

 The percentage of highly-cited papers funded by IMI project was second (26.3% overall) to that of 

FNIH (28.8% overall). And was similar to that of the Wellcome Trust (23.4% overall) and MRC (23.0% 

overall). 

 IMI’s highly-cited papers are listed in Annex 2. 
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FIGURE 4.2.4 TRENDS IN HIGHLY CITED PAPERS: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH 4 

SELECTED COMPARATORS 

 
 
 
 

 SUMMARY OF BIBLIOMETRIC INDICATORS: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH 4 4.2.5
SELECTED COMPARATORS 

Though IMI is a ‘young’ funding agency compared with well-established funding bodies like MRC and 

Wellcome Trust.  The performance of IMI project research and the comparator institutions is similar as 

indexed by the citation indicators listed below (Table 4.2.2). 

TABLE 4.2.2 SUMMARY OF BIBLIOMETRIC INDICATORS: IMI PROJECT RESEARCH COMPARED WITH 

4 SELECTED COMPARATORS, 2010-13 

 
Number of 

Papers 

Citation Impact 
(normalised at 

field level) 

Percentage of 
uncited papers 

Percentage of highly 
cited papers 

IMI 647 2.59 32.3% 26.3% 
FNIH 836 2.17 19.6% 28.8% 
MRC 17 367 2.09 17.9% 23.0% 
TI Pharma 852 1.70 20.1% 19.7% 
Wellcome Trust 21 421 1.95 18.9% 23.4% 
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5 DEVELOPMENT OF A ‘COLLABORATION INDEX’ FOR IMI 
RESEARCHERS 

 

As described in Section 3.2.1, IMI wishes to monitor and incentivize research collaboration on the projects it 

supports.  This section of the report analyses the types of collaboration that occur within each IMI project 

publication and examines the intensity of collaborations within each project.  

IMI project publications were previously identified by using text searches of the funding acknowledgment data 

provided by authors and abstracted in Web of Science (see Report 4 and section 3.1.5 of this report). Authors 

may not always acknowledge their sources of funding, and may not always do so correctly. Therefore, the 

coverage of the datasets used in these analyses may not be complete and may not be entirely accurate. In 

addition, some projects have relatively few publications associated with them.  In common with other metrics 

based on publications and citations, the indicators we present here work best with larger sample sizes.  

Indicators based on small numbers of publications will therefore be less informative than those calculated for 

larger bodies of work. 

Three metrics were chosen to evaluate the collaborativeness of IMI project: 

 Metric 1 – Fraction of publications with co-authors affiliated to organizations in different sectors.
3
  The 

organizations affiliated with each author on a publication within the dataset were manually assigned 

by Thomson Reuters to the relevant sector. Author affiliations were obtained through Web of Science. 

 Metric 2 – Percentage of internationally collaborative publications.  The country location of each 

author was determined using author addresses abstracted in the Web of Science. 

 Metric 3 – Intensity of collaboration.  Pairs of collaborating organizations were identified for each IMI 

project publication and intensity of each pair assessed. The collaboration intensities of the pairs of 

organizations for each IMI project were averaged. 

The collaboration index is a sum of all three metrics.  Further evolution of the collaboration index could 
include weighting of individual metrics to provide an improved measure of IMI-related work. 

 COLLABORATION METRICS 5.1

 METRIC 1: FRACTION OF CROSS SECTOR COLLABORATIVE PUBLICATIONS 5.1.1

The sectors involved in each IMI project publication were used to classify each publication as “within one 

sector” or “cross sector”. Figure 5.1.1 below shows the total number of publications for each project. Projects 

are ordered beginning with the project that has the largest number of cross sector collaborative publications. 

Only projects with more than ten associated publications are shown. The dark blue bars represent number of 

publications or fraction of publications that include at least one cross sector collaboration. “X-SectScore” 

labels the fraction of publications in each project that are cross sector. BTCure has the greatest number of 

cross sector collaborative publications, 76 out of 132, or 58%. PROactive, PharmaCog, PROTECT, and 

BioVacSafe have the highest percentage of cross sector collaborative publications (90%, 86%, 80% and 80% 

respectively). 

 

 

                                                      

3
 These sectors are: academic, corporate, medical, government, or other. Medical includes hospitals and 

organizations that provide information to patients such as the American Cancer Society. Government 
includes state or federally funded research organisations such as NIH or WHO.  Other includes any other 
research institutions. 
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FIGURE 5.1.1 FRACTION OF CROSS SECTOR COLLABORATIVE PUBLICATIONS BY PROJECT 

 

 

 METRIC 2: FRACTION OF INTERNATIONALLY COLLABORATIVE PUBLICATIONS 5.1.2

Authors and author affiliations were extracted from the Web of Science for all IMI project publications. The 

total number of countries present in the author affiliations of each publication was then counted to classify the 

publication as “More than two countries”, “Two countries” or “Within one country”.  

Figure 5.1.2 below shows the total number of publications for each project. Projects are ordered beginning 

with the project that has the largest number of internationally collaborative publications. The bar colors reflect 

the fraction of publications that include international collaboration. Only projects with more than ten associated 

publications are shown. The International Score (or “IntlScore”) was calculated by weighting each publication 

that involved only two countries by 0.75 and each publication that involved more than two countries by 1.00. 

The sum of the weighted publications was then divided by the total number of publications. BTCure has the 

most internationally collaborative publications involving more than two countries (34 out of 132), with an 

IntlScore of 0.44. PharmaCog, PROactive, and EU-Aims have highest IntlScore (0.69, 0.68, and 0.66 

respectively).  
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FIGURE 5.1.2 FRACTION OF INTERNATIONALLY COLLABORATIVE PUBLICATIONS BY PROJECT 

 
 

 METRIC 3: TOP COLLABORATING ORGANIZATIONS PER PUBLICATION 5.1.3

Metric 3 focuses on the top collaborating organizations and the number involved in publications associated 

with each project. 

Figure 5.1.3 shows the top eleven collaborating organization pairs and the total number of collaborating 

publications for each pair of organizations. The organizations that collaborate together the most frequently in 

IMI project publications are King’s College and the University of London. Figure 5.1.4 shows the number of 

collaborating organizations for each organization. Harvard University has collaborated with 220 different 

organizations within the IMI project publications. The Karolinska Institute has collaborated with 187 

organizations (see Annex 4 for acronym key of organizations in Figure 5.1.4). 

The top 50 most diverse collaborating organizations were used to assign each project a score (metric 3). The 

average number of top 50 organizations per publication was calculated for each project. If the average was 

above or equal to one, the project was given a score of 1.00. Otherwise, the project was given a score equal 

to the average number of top collaborating organizations per project publication. Only the projects with at least 

ten project publications were scored (see Annex 4 for full table of project scores). Figure 5.1.5 shows the 

distribution of metric 3 scores for each project. 
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FIGURE 5.1.3 THE 11 MOST PRODUCTIVE PAIRS OF COLLABORATING ORGANIZATIONS 

 
FIGURE 5.1.4 THE 12 MOST DIVERSE COLLABORATIVE ORGANIZATIONS 
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FIGURE 5.1.5 METRIC 3 SCORE DISTRIBUTION 

 

 

 COLLABORATION INDEX 5.2

Metrics 1 and 2 (described above) measure different types of collaboration diversity. The first measures the 

fraction of publications that involve cross sector collaborations and the second measures the fraction of 

publications that involve international collaborations. Metric 3 is based on the average number of top 

collaborating organizations per publication within each project. We compute a “collaboration index” across IMI 

projects as the sum of all three of the metrics described above (Figure 5.1.6 and Table 5.1.6). We note that a 

revised collaboration index might not include equal weighting of each metric, depending upon the relative 

importance IMI places on each collaboration type. PROactive had the highest overall collaboration index score 

(2.58), followed by PharmaCog, EU-AIMS and PROTECT (2.51, 2.37 and 2.34 respectively). 

No substantial correlation is apparent between the collaboration index, or any of the component metrics, and 

the field-normalized citation impact of the research published by IMI projects.  However, given the limited 

volumes of publications analyzed and the many factors which influence citation rates, we cannot draw any 

strong conclusions from this observation. 
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FIGURE 5.1.6 COLLABORATION INDEX VERSUS NUMBER OF PUBLICATIONS PER PROJECT 

 

TABLE 5.1.6 COLLABORATION INDEX BY IMI PROJECT 

IMI_project 
frac 

cross 
sector 

Intl score Metric 3 
Collaboration 

index 
Total 

publications 

Field-
normalised 

citation 
impact 

PROactive 0.90 0.68 1.00 2.58 10 1.38 

PharmaCog 0.86 0.69 0.96 2.51 21 2.20 

EU-AIMS 0.71 0.66 1.00 2.37 41 4.33 

PROTECT 0.80 0.54 1.00 2.34 45 3.99 

BioVacSafe  0.80 0.43 1.00 2.23 10 0.82 

NEWMEDS 0.58 0.60 1.00 2.17 80 2.51 

ABIRISK 0.60 0.53 1.00 2.13 10 1.51 

U-BIOPRED 0.60 0.44 1.00 2.04 20 3.01 

QuIC-ConCePT 0.52 0.51 1.00 2.04 21 2.17 

Open PHACTS 0.63 0.57 0.76 1.96 24 2.11 

BTCure 0.58 0.44 0.89 1.91 132 1.96 

SUMMIT 0.41 0.37 1.00 1.78 27 1.45 

DDMoRe 0.79 0.34 0.00 1.13 14 0.54 

IMIDIA 0.31 0.26 0.51 1.09 35 1.20 

eTOX 0.28 0.39 0.31 0.98 39 1.78 

EUROPAIN 0.24 0.27 0.44 0.95 70 2.32 
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ANNEX 1: BIBLIOGRAPHY OF NEW IMI-SUPPORTED 
PUBLICATIONS 

This Annex lists the 132 IMI publications identified since our fourth report to IMI and the commencement of 
this project. 
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 AMESS, B et al. (2013) Application of meta-analysis methods for identifying proteomic expression 
level differences. Proteomics, 13(14), 2072-2076. doi: 10.1002/pmic.201300034 

 ANKERST, DP et al. (2014) Evaluating the Prostate Cancer Prevention Trial High Grade prostate 
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horse strategies. Organic & Biomolecular Chemistry, 12(5), 749-757. doi: 10.1039/c3ob41990h 

 BADGER, JL et al. (2014). Parkinson's disease in a dish - Using stem cells as a molecular tool. 
Neuropharmacology, 76, 88-96. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropharm.2013.08.035 
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 CAO, H et al. (2014). Test-retest reliability of fMRI-based graph theoretical properties during working 
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 COCKS, G et al. (2014). The utility of patient specific induced pluripotent stem cells for the modelling 
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 Di CAMILLO, B et al. (2014). ABACUS: an entropy-based cumulative bivariate statistic robust to rare 
variants and different direction of genotype effect. Bioinformatics, 30(3), 384-391. doi: 
10.1093/bioinformatics/btt697 

 DOLLOW, JM et al. (2014). Significant roadblocks exist in developing sputum sample libraries for 
clinical validation of novel in vitro diagnostics. Drug Design Development and Therapy, 8, 175-182. 
doi: 10.2147/dddt.s52446 

 DOODS, J et al. (2014). A European inventory of common electronic health record data elements for 
clinical trial feasibility. Trials, 15. doi: 10.1186/1745-6215-15-18 

 DUNICAN, DS et al. (2013). Lsh regulates LTR retrotransposon repression independently of Dnmt3b 
function. Genome Biology, 14(12). doi: 10.1186/gb-2013-14-12-r146 

 EAGLE, DM et al. (2014). The dopamine D2/D3 receptor agonist quinpirole increases checking-like 
behaviour in an operant observing response task with uncertain reinforcement: A novel possible 
model of OCD. Behavioural Brain Research, 264, 207-229. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2013.12.040 

 ECKER, C et al. (2014). Neuroimaging in autism-from basic science to translational research. Nature 
Reviews Neurology, 10(2), 82-91. doi: 10.1038/nrneurol.2013.276 

 EVANS, HG et al. (2014). TNF-alpha blockade induces IL-10 expression in human CD4+T cells. 
Nature Communications, 5. doi: 10.1038/ncomms4199 

 FERNANDES, P et al. (2014). Synthesis, characterization and antibacterial studies of a copper(II) 
lomefloxacin ternary complex. Journal of Inorganic Biochemistry, 131, 21-29. doi: 
10.1016/j.jinorgbio.2013.10.013 

 FERRER, P et al. (2014). Antiepileptic Drugs and Suicide: A Systematic Review of Adverse Effects. 
Neuroepidemiology, 42(2), 107-120. doi: 10.1159/000356807 

 FRINGS, V et al. (2014). Methodological Considerations in Quantification of 3 '-Deoxy-3 '- F-18 
Fluorothymidine Uptake Measured with Positron Emission Tomography in Patients with Non-Small 
Cell Lung Cancer. Molecular Imaging and Biology, 16(1), 136-145. doi: 10.1007/s11307-013-0658-3 

 GASS, N et al. (2014). Functionally altered neurocircuits in a rat model of treatment-resistant 
depression show prominent role of the habenula. European Neuropsychopharmacology, 24(3), 381-
390. doi: 10.1016/j.euroneuro.2013.12.004 

 GEISSLER, D et al. (2014). Lanthanides and Quantum Dots as Forster Resonance Energy Transfer 
Agents for Diagnostics and Cellular Imaging. Inorganic Chemistry, 53(4), 1824-1838. doi: 
10.1021/ic4017883 

 GHANNAM, A et al. (2014). Human complement C3 deficiency: Th1 induction requires T cell-derived 
complement C3a and CD46 activation. Molecular Immunology, 58(1), 98-107. doi: 
10.1016/j.molimm.2013.11.010 

 GIBEON, D et al. (2014). Lipid-laden bronchoalveolar macrophages in asthma and chronic cough. 
Respiratory Medicine, 108(1), 71-77. doi: 10.1016/j.rmed.2013.10.005 

 GILMOUR, G et al. (2013). Measuring the construct of executive control in schizophrenia: Defining 
and validating translational animal paradigms for discovery research. Neuroscience and Biobehavioral 
Reviews, 37(9), 2125-2140. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2012.04.006 

 GONZALVO-FEO, S et al. (2014). Endothelial Cell-Derived Chemerin Promotes Dendritic Cell 
Transmigration. Journal of Immunology, 192(5), 2366-2373. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.1302028 

 HAHN, A et al. (2013). The Outer Membrane TolC-like Channel HgdD Is Part of Tripartite Resistance-
Nodulation-Cell Division (RND) Efflux Systems Conferring Multiple-drug Resistance in the 
Cyanobacterium Anabaena sp PCC7120. Journal of Biological Chemistry, 288(43), 31192-31205. doi: 
10.1074/jbc.M113.495598 

 HAN, B et al. (2014). Fine Mapping Seronegative and Seropositive Rheumatoid Arthritis to Shared 
and Distinct HLA Alleles by Adjusting for the Effects of Heterogeneity. American Journal of Human 
Genetics, 94(4), 522-532. doi: 10.1016/j.ajhg.2014.02.013 

 HIRSCH, S et al. (2014). Morphine sensitivity of spinal neurons in the chronic constriction injury 
neuropathic rat pain model. Neuroscience Letters, 562, 97-101. doi: 10.1016/j.neulet.2013.10.007 

 HOEBEN, B et al. (2014). Systematic analysis of F-18-FDG PET and metabolism, proliferation and 
hypoxia markers for classification of head and neck tumors. Bmc Cancer, 14. doi: 10.1186/1471-
2407-14-130 

 HOFMEISTER-BRIX, A et al. (2013). Identification of the Ubiquitin-like Domain of Midnolin as a New 
Glucokinase Interaction Partner. Journal of Biological Chemistry, 288(50), 35824-35839. doi: 
10.1074/jbc.M113.526632 



 

Bibliometric analysis of IMI ongoing projects              Page | 26                                                                                                                                           
 

 

 HORNIKX, M et al. (2013). The Influence of Comorbidities on Outcomes of Pulmonary Rehabilitation 
Programs in Patients with COPD: A Systematic Review. Biomed Research International. doi: 
10.1155/2013/146148 

 HSIA, YF et al. (2014). Psychopharmacological prescriptions for people with autism spectrum disorder 
(ASD): a multinational study. Psychopharmacology, 231(6), 999-1009. doi: 10.1007/s00213-013-
3263-x 

 HYYSALO, J et al. (2014). Circulating Triacylglycerol Signatures in Nonalcoholic Fatty Liver Disease 
Associated With the I148M Variant in PNPLA3 and With Obesity. Diabetes, 63(1), 312-322. doi: 
10.2337/db13-0774 

 HYYSALO, J et al. (2014). A population-based study on the prevalence of NASH using scores 
validated against liver histology. Journal of Hepatology, 60(4), 839-846. doi: 
10.1016/j.jhep.2013.12.009 

 JEFFRIES, AR et al. (2013). Random or Stochastic Monoallelic Expressed Genes Are Enriched for 
Neurodevelopmental Disorder Candidate Genes. Plos One, 8(12). doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0085093 

 JOHANSSON, H et al. (2014). A Meta-Analysis of the Association of Fracture Risk and Body Mass 
Index in Women. Journal of Bone and Mineral Research, 29(1), 223-233. doi: 10.1002/jbmr.2017 

 JONES, EJH et al. (2014). Developmental pathways to autism: A review of prospective studies of 
infants at risk. Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews, 39, 1-33. doi: 
10.1016/j.neubiorev.2013.12.001 

 KAMINSKI, MT et al. (2014). Glucose-induced dissociation of glucokinase from its regulatory protein 
in the nucleus of hepatocytes prior to nuclear export. Biochimica Et Biophysica Acta-Molecular Cell 
Research, 1843(3), 554-564. doi: 10.1016/j.bbamcr.2013.12.002 

 KAS, MJ et al. (2014). Assessing behavioural and cognitive domains of autism spectrum disorders in 
rodents: current status and future perspectives. Psychopharmacology, 231(6), 1125-1146. doi: 
10.1007/s00213-013-3268-5 

 KLARESKOG, L et al. (2014). Adaptive immunity in rheumatoid arthritis: anticitrulline and other 
antibodies in the pathogenesis of rheumatoid arthritis. Current Opinion in Rheumatology, 26(1), 72-79. 
doi: 10.1097/bor.0000000000000016 

 KLEIJER, KTE et al. (2014). Neurobiology of autism gene products: towards pathogenesis and drug 
targets. Psychopharmacology, 231(6), 1037-1062. doi: 10.1007/s00213-013-3403-3 

 KLEPSCH, F et al. (2014). Ligand and Structure-Based Classification Models for Prediction of P-
Glycoprotein Inhibitors. Journal of Chemical Information and Modeling, 54(1), 218-229. doi: 
10.1021/ci400289j 

 KNEZ, K et al. (2014). Emerging technologies for hybridization based single nucleotide polymorphism 
detection. Analyst, 139(2), 353-370. doi: 10.1039/c3an01436c 

 KOCIJAN, R et al. (2014). Decreased Quantity and Quality of the Periarticular and Nonperiarticular 
Bone in Patients With Rheumatoid Arthritis: A Cross-Sectional HR-pQCT Study. Journal of Bone and 
Mineral Research, 29(4), 1005-1014. 

 KOSTER, ES et al. (2014). Attitudes towards medication use in a general population of adolescents. 
European Journal of Pediatrics, 173(4), 483-488. doi: 10.1007/s00431-013-2211-4 

 KUMARI, S et al. (2013). Tumor Necrosis Factor Receptor Signaling in Keratinocytes Triggers 
Interleukin-24-Dependent Psoriasis-like Skin Inflammation in Mice. Immunity, 39(5), 899-911. doi: 
10.1016/j.immuni.2013.10.009 

 KYOGOKU, C et al. (2013). Cell-Specific Type I IFN Signatures in Autoimmunity and Viral Infection: 
What Makes the Difference? Plos One, 8(12). doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0083776 

 KYRMIZI, I et al. (2013). Tpl2 kinase regulates Fc gamma R signaling and immune thrombocytopenia 
in mice. Journal of Leukocyte Biology, 94(4), 751-757. doi: 10.1189/jlb.0113039 

 LAI, MC et al. (2014). Autism. Lancet, 383(9920), 896-910. doi: 10.1016/s0140-6736(13)61539-1 

 LECHNER, M et al. (2013). Identification and functional validation of HPV-mediated hypermethylation 
in head and neck squamous cell carcinoma. Genome Medicine, 5. doi: 10.1186/gm419 

 LEUSINK, M et al. (2014). Cholesteryl Ester Transfer Protein Polymorphisms, Statin Use, and Their 
Impact on Cholesterol Levels and Cardiovascular Events. Clinical Pharmacology & Therapeutics, 
95(3), 314-320. doi: 10.1038/clpt.2013.194 

 LINK, J et al. (2014). Human Leukocyte Antigen Genes and Interferon Beta Preparations Influence 
Risk of Developing Neutralizing Anti-Drug Antibodies in Multiple Sclerosis. Plos One, 9(3). doi: 
10.1371/journal.pone.0090479 

 LISZEWSKI, MK et al. (2013). Intracellular Complement Activation Sustains T Cell Homeostasis and 
Mediates Effector Differentiation. Immunity, 39(6), 1143-1157. doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2013.10.018 



 

Bibliometric analysis of IMI ongoing projects              Page | 27                                                                                                                                           
 

 

 LONGCHAMP, A et al. (2014). The use of external mesh reinforcement to reduce intimal hyperplasia 
and preserve the structure of human saphenous veins. Biomaterials, 35(9), 2588-2599. doi: 
10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.12.041 

 LUND, K et al. (2014). Randomised Controlled Trials May Underestimate Drug Effects: Balanced 
Placebo Trial Design. Plos One, 9(1). doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0084104 

 LUSTIG, C et al. (2013). CNTRICS final animal model task selection: Control of attention. 
Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews, 37(9), 2099-2110. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2012.05.009 

 MAIGNEN, F et al. (2014a). A conceptual approach to the masking effect of measures of 
disproportionality. Pharmacoepidemiology and Drug Safety, 23(2), 208-217. doi: 10.1002/pds.3530 

 MAIGNEN, F et al. (2014b). Assessing the extent and impact of the masking effect of 
disproportionality analyses on two spontaneous reporting systems databases. Pharmacoepidemiology 
and Drug Safety, 23(2), 195-207. doi: 10.1002/pds.3529 

 MAINKA, T et al. (2014). Comparison of muscle and joint pressure-pain thresholds in patients with 
complex regional pain syndrome and upper limb pain of other origin. Pain, 155(3), 591-597. doi: 
10.1016/j.pain.2013.12.014 

 MARSELLI, L et al. (2014). Are we overestimating the loss of beta cells in type 2 diabetes? 
Diabetologia, 57(2), 362-365. doi: 10.1007/s00125-013-3098-3 

 MCLEOD, O et al. (2014). Plasma autoantibodies against apolipoprotein B-100 peptide 210 in 
subclinical atherosclerosis. Atherosclerosis, 232(1), 242-248. doi: 
10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2013.11.041 

 MINETT, MS et al. (2014). Pain without Nociceptors? Nav1.7-Independent Pain Mechanisms. Cell 
Reports, 6(2), 301-312. doi: 10.1016/j.celrep.2013.12.033 

 MISLIN, GLA et al. (2014). Siderophore-dependent iron uptake systems as gates for antibiotic Trojan 
horse strategies against Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Metallomics, 6(3), 408-420. doi: 
10.1039/c3mt00359k 

 MORALES, DR et al. (2013). Impact of clinical trial findings on Bell's palsy management in general 
practice in the UK 2001-2012: interrupted time series regression analysis. Bmj Open, 3(7). doi: 
10.1136/bmjopen-2013-003121 

 MORRIS, TJ et al. (2014). ChAMP: 450k Chip Analysis Methylation Pipeline. Bioinformatics, 30(3), 
428-430. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btt684 

 MURRAY, ML et al. (2014). Pharmacological treatments prescribed to people with autism spectrum 
disorder (ASD) in primary health care. Psychopharmacology, 231(6), 1011-1021. doi: 
10.1007/s00213-013-3140-7 

 NEREGARD, P et al. (2014). Etanercept decreases synovial expression of tumour necrosis factor-
alpha and lymphotoxin-alpha in rheumatoid arthritis. Scandinavian Journal of Rheumatology, 43(2), 
85-90. doi: 10.3109/03009742.2013.834964 

 NORD, M et al. (2014). Test-retest reliability of C-11 AZ10419369 binding to 5-HT1B receptors in 
human brain. European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging, 41(2), 301-307. doi: 
10.1007/s00259-013-2529-1 

 OLIVARES-MORALES, A et al. (2014). The Use of ROC Analysis for the Qualitative Prediction of 
Human Oral Bioavailability from Animal Data. Pharmaceutical Research, 31(3), 720-730. doi: 
10.1007/s11095-013-1193-2 

 OPAR, A. (2012). Overtaking the DILI Model-T. Nature Reviews Drug Discovery, 11(8), 585-586. doi: 
10.1038/nrd3818 

 PAGGIOLA, G et al. (2014). Biocatalysis in bio-derived solvents: an improved approach for medium 
optimisation. Green Chemistry, 16(4), 2107-2110. doi: 10.1039/c3gc42526f 

 PARTANEN, JI et al. (2013). Breaking the epithelial polarity barrier in cancer: the strange case of 
LKB1/PAR-4. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B-Biological Sciences, 368(1629). doi: 
10.1098/rstb.2013.0111 

 PASQUALI, L et al. (2014). Pancreatic islet enhancer clusters enriched in type 2 diabetes risk-
associated variants. Nature Genetics, 46(2), 136-+. doi: 10.1038/ng.2870 

 PERIC-HASSLER, L et al. (2013). CYP 2D6 Binding Affinity Predictions Using Multiple Ligand and 
Protein Conformations. International Journal of Molecular Sciences, 14(12), 24514-24530. doi: 
10.3390/ijms141224514 

 PETRINOVIC, MM et al. (2014). Neuroimaging Endophenotypes in Animal Models of Autism 
Spectrum Disorders: Lost or Found in Translation? Psychopharmacology, 231(6), 1167-1189. doi: 
10.1007/s00213-013-3200-z 



 

Bibliometric analysis of IMI ongoing projects              Page | 28                                                                                                                                           
 

 

 PRIETO-ALHAMBRA, D et al. (2014). Excess risk of hip fractures attributable to the use of 
antidepressants in five European countries and the USA. Osteoporosis International, 25(3), 847-855. 
doi: 10.1007/s00198-013-2612-2 

 QUIRKE, AM et al. (2014). Heightened immune response to autocitrullinated Porphyromonas 
gingivalis peptidylarginine deiminase: a potential mechanism for breaching immunologic tolerance in 
rheumatoid arthritis. Annals of the Rheumatic Diseases, 73(1), 263-269. doi: 10.1136/annrheumdis-
2012-202726 

 RABINOWITZ, J et al. (2014). Combining efficacy and completion rates with no data imputation: A 
composite approach with greater sensitivity for the statistical evaluation of active comparisons in 
antipsychotic trials. European Neuropsychopharmacology, 24(3), 357-368. doi: 
10.1016/j.euroneuro.2013.11.010 

 RAPOSO, B et al. (2014). Epitope-specific antibody response is controlled by immunoglobulin V-H 
polymorphisms. Journal of Experimental Medicine, 211(3), 405-411. doi: 10.1084/jem.20130968 

 REDDINGTON, JP et al. (2014). DNA methylation reprogramming in cancer: Does it act by re-
configuring the binding landscape of Polycomb repressive complexes? Bioessays, 36(2), 134-140. 
doi: 10.1002/bies.201300130 

 REGBERG, J et al. (2014). Rational design of a series of novel amphipathic cell-penetrating peptides. 
International Journal of Pharmaceutics, 464(1-2), 111-116. doi: 10.1016/j.ijpharm.2014.01.018 

 REICH, S et al. (2014). Variations in the stability of NCR ene reductase by rational enzyme loop 
modulation. Journal of Structural Biology, 185(2), 228-233. doi: 10.1016/j.jsb.2013.04.004 

 REVU, S et al. (2013). Synovial membrane immunohistology in early-untreated rheumatoid arthritis 
reveals high expression of catabolic bone markers that is modulated by methotrexate. Arthritis 
Research & Therapy, 15(6). doi: 10.1186/ar4398 

 RINGSTED, TK et al. (2013). Pain-related Impairment of Daily Activities After Thoracic Surgery A 
Questionnaire Validation. Clinical Journal of Pain, 29(9), 791-799. 

 RIVAS, C et al. (2013). Lanthanide(III) Complexes of Rhodamine-DO3A Conjugates as Agents for 
Dual-Modal Imaging. Inorganic Chemistry, 52(24), 14284-14293. doi: 10.1021/ic402233g 

 ROCHLITZER, S et al. (2014). No exacerbation but impaired anti-viral mechanisms in a rhinovirus-
chronic allergic asthma mouse model. Clinical Science, 126(1-2), 55-65. doi: 10.1042/cs20130174 

 ROMON, T et al. (2014). Blockade of MK-801-Induced Heat Shock Protein 72/73 in Rat Brain by 
Antipsychotic and Monoaminergic Agents Targeting D2, 5-HT1A, 5-HT2A and alpha(1)-Adrenergic 
Receptors. Cns & Neurological Disorders-Drug Targets, 13(1), 104-111. 

 RUGGERI, B et al. (2014). Biomarkers in autism spectrum disorder: the old and the new. 
Psychopharmacology, 231(6), 1201-1216. doi: 10.1007/s00213-013-3290-7 

 RUTTEN, K et al. (2014). Pharmacological validation of a refined burrowing paradigm for prediction of 
analgesic efficacy in a rat model of sub-chronic knee joint inflammation. European Journal of Pain, 
18(2), 213-222. doi: 10.1002/j.1532-2149.2013.00359.x 

 RUTTEN, K et al. (2014). Burrowing as a non-reflex behavioural readout for analgesic action in a rat 
model of sub-chronic knee joint inflammation. European Journal of Pain, 18(2), 204-212. doi: 
10.1002/j.1532-2149.2013.00358.x 

 SCHEER, N et al. (2014). Genetically humanized mouse models of drug metabolizing enzymes and 
transporters and their applications. Xenobiotica, 44(2), 96-108. doi: 10.3109/00498254.2013.815831 

 SHI, J et al. (2014). Carbamylation and antibodies against carbamylated proteins in autoimmunity and 
other pathologies. Autoimmunity Reviews, 13(3), 225-230. doi: 10.1016/j.autrev.2013.10.008 

 SILVA, LAB et al. (2014). A Centralized Platform for Geo-Distributed PACS Management. Journal of 
Digital Imaging, 27(2), 165-173. doi: 10.1007/s10278-013-9650-3 

 SISIGNANO, M et al. (2013). Synthesis of Lipid Mediators during UVB-Induced Inflammatory 
Hyperalgesia in Rats and Mice. Plos One, 8(12). doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0081228 

 SISIGNANO, M et al. (2014). TRP-channels as key integrators of lipid pathways in nociceptive 
neurons. Progress in Lipid Research, 53, 93-107. doi: 10.1016/j.plipres.2013.11.002 

 SISNIEGA, A et al. (2014). Dual-exposure technique for extending the dynamic range of x-ray flat 
panel detectors. Physics in Medicine and Biology, 59(2), 421-439. doi: 10.1088/0031-9155/59/2/421 

 SISNIEGA, A et al. (2014). Modification of the TASMIP x-ray spectral model for the simulation of 
microfocus x-ray sources. Medical Physics, 41(1). doi: 10.1118/1.4837220 

 STEFANSSON, H et al. (2014). CNVs conferring risk of autism or schizophrenia affect cognition in 
controls. Nature, 505(7483), 361-+. doi: 10.1038/nature12818 

 STEINBERG, S et al. (2014). Common variant at 16p11.2 conferring risk of psychosis. Molecular 
Psychiatry, 19(1), 108-114. doi: 10.1038/mp.2012.157 



 

Bibliometric analysis of IMI ongoing projects              Page | 29                                                                                                                                           
 

 

 SUADES, R et al. (2014). Circulating CD45(+)/CD3(+) lymphocyte-derived microparticles map lipid-
rich atherosclerotic plaques in familial hypercholesterolaemia patients. Thrombosis and Haemostasis, 
111(1), 111-121. doi: 10.1160/th13-07-0612 

 SUURMOND, J et al. (2014). Activation of human basophils by combined toll-like receptor-and FceRI-
triggering can promote Th2 skewing of naive T helper cells. European Journal of Immunology, 44(2), 
386-396. doi: 10.1002/eji.201343617 

 SUWANNALAI, P et al. (2014). Low-avidity anticitrullinated protein antibodies (ACPA) are associated 
with a higher rate of joint destruction in rheumatoid arthritis. Annals of the Rheumatic Diseases, 73(1), 
270-276. doi: 10.1136/annrheumdis-2012-202615 

 TANSEY, KE et al. (2014). Genetic Susceptibility for Bipolar Disorder and Response to 
Antidepressants in Major Depressive Disorder. American Journal of Medical Genetics Part B-
Neuropsychiatric Genetics, 165(1), 77-83. doi: 10.1002/ajmg.b.32210 

 THOMSON, JP et al. (2013). Comparative analysis of affinity-based 5-hydroxymethylation enrichment 
techniques. Nucleic Acids Research, 41(22). doi: 10.1093/nar/gkt1080 

 UDDIN, MJ et al. (2014). Performance of instrumental variable methods in cohort and nested case-
control studies: a simulation study. Pharmacoepidemiology and Drug Safety, 23(2), 165-177. doi: 
10.1002/pds.3555 

 UHER, R. (2014). Gene-environment interactions in common mental disorders: an update and 
strategy for a genome-wide search. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology, 49(1), 3-14. doi: 
10.1007/s00127-013-0801-0 

 UHER, R., Investigators, G., Investigators, M., & Investigators, S. D. (2013). Common Genetic 
Variation and Antidepressant Efficacy in Major Depressive Disorder: A Meta-Analysis of Three 
Genome-Wide Pharmacogenetic Studies. American Journal of Psychiatry, 170(2), 207-217. doi: 
10.1176/appi.ajp.2012.12020237 

 VIBERG, J et al. (2014). Incidental findings: the time is not yet ripe for a policy for biobanks. European 
Journal of Human Genetics, 22(4), 437-441. doi: 10.1038/ejhg.2013.217 

 VORSTMAN, JAS et al. (2014). Using genetic findings in autism for the development of new 
pharmaceutical compounds. Psychopharmacology, 231(6), 1063-1078. doi: 10.1007/s00213-013-
3334-z 

 WARNKE, C et al. (2013). Natalizumab affects the T-cell receptor repertoire in patients with multiple 
sclerosis. Neurology, 81(16), 1400-1408. 

 WARNKE, C et al. (2013). Changes to anti-JCV antibody levels in a Swedish national MS cohort. 
Journal of Neurology Neurosurgery and Psychiatry, 84(11), 1199-1205. doi: 10.1136/jnnp-2012-
304332 

 WEBB, SJ et al. (2014). The motivation for very early intervention for infants at high risk for autism 
spectrum disorders. International Journal of Speech-Language Pathology, 16(1), 36-42. doi: 
10.3109/17549507.2013.861018 

 WEGNER, KD et al. (2014). Nanobodies and Nanocrystals: Highly Sensitive Quantum Dot-Based 
Homogeneous FRET Immunoassay for Serum-Based EGFR Detection. Small, 10(4), 734-740. doi: 
10.1002/smll.201302383 

 WERNER, MU et al. (2013). Sensory Testing in Patients With Postthoracotomy Pain Syndrome Part 
1: Mirror-Image Sensory Dysfunction. Clinical Journal of Pain, 29(9), 775-783. 

 WIKLUND, M et al. (2014). Ultrasound-Induced Cell-Cell Interaction Studies in a Multi-Well 
Microplate. Micromachines, 5(1), 27-49. doi: 10.3390/mi5010027 

 WILDGAARD, K et al. (2013). Quantitative Sensory Testing in Patients With Postthoracotomy Pain 
Syndrome Part 2: Variability in Thermal Threshold Assessments. Clinical Journal of Pain, 29(9), 784-
790. 

 WINK, S et al. (2014). Quantitative High Content Imaging of Cellular Adaptive Stress Response 
Pathways in Toxicity for Chemical Safety Assessment. Chemical Research in Toxicology, 27(3), 338-
355. doi: 10.1021/tx4004038 

 WITNEY, TH et al. (2014). Preclinical Assessment of Carboplatin Treatment Efficacy in Lung Cancer 
by F-18-ICMT-11-Positron Emission Tomography. Plos One, 9(3). doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0091694 

 YOUNG, JW et al. (2013). Consideration of species differences in developing novel molecules as 
cognition enhancers. Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews, 37(9), 2181-2193. doi: 
10.1016/j.neubiorev.2012.10.002 

 ZUMLA, AI et al. (2014). New antituberculosis drugs, regimens, and adjunct therapies: needs, 
advances, and future prospects. Lancet Infectious Diseases, 14(4), 327-340. doi: 10.1016/s1473-
3099(13)70328-1 

  



 

Bibliometric analysis of IMI ongoing projects              Page | 30                                                                                                                                           
 

 

ANNEX 2: BIBLIOGRAPHY OF HIGHLY-CITED PAPERS 
SUPPORTED BY IMI PROJECT 

This Annex considers the cumulative dataset of IMI project publications that have been linked to records in 

Thomson Reuters citation databases. 

For the purpose of this report, highly-cited papers have been defined as those articles and reviews which 

belong to the world’s top decile of papers in that journal category and year of publication, when ranked by 

number of citations received. A percentage that is above 10 indicates above-average performance. 

Below lists the 170 papers in the IMI project publications dataset that have been identified as highly-cited. 

Papers are listed in ascending alphabetical order (first author). 
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ANNEX 3: BIBLIOMETRICS AND CITATION ANALYSIS 

Bibliometrics are about publications and their citations.  The academic field emerged from ‘information 

science’ and now usually refers to the methods used to study and index texts and information. 

Publications cite other publications.  These citation links grow into networks, and their numbers are likely to be 

related to the significance or impact of the publication.  The meaning of the publication is determined from 

keywords and content.  Citation analysis and content analysis have therefore become a common part of 

bibliometric methodology.  Historically, bibliometric methods were used to trace relationships amongst 

academic journal citations.  Now, bibliometrics are important in indexing research performance. 

Bibliometric data have particular characteristics of which the user should be aware, and these are considered 

here. 

Journal papers (publications, sources) report research work.  Papers refer to or ‘cite’ earlier work relevant to 

the material being reported.  New papers are cited in their turn.  Papers that accumulate more citations are 

thought of as having greater ‘impact’, which is interpreted as significance or influence on their field.  Citation 

counts are therefore recognized as a measure of impact, which can be used to index the excellence of the 

research from a particular group, institution or country. 

The origins of citation analysis as a tool that could be applied to research performance can be traced to the 

mid-1950s, when Eugene Garfield proposed the concept of citation indexing and introduced the Science 

Citation Index, the Social Sciences Citation Index and the Arts & Humanities Citation Index, produced by the 

Institute of Scientific Information (currently the IP & Science business of Thomson Reuters)4.  

We can count citations, but they are only ‘indicators’ of impact or quality – not metrics.  Most impact indicators 

use average citation counts from groups of papers, because some individual papers may have unusual or 

misleading citation profiles.  These outliers are diluted in larger samples. 

DATA SOURCE 

The data we use come from the Thomson Reuters Web of Science
TM

 databases which give access not only to 

journals but also to conference proceedings, books, patents, websites, and chemical structures, compounds 

and reactions. It has a unified structure that integrates all data and search terms together and therefore 

provides a level of comparability not found in other databases.  It is widely acknowledged to be the world’s 

leading source of citation and bibliometric data.  The Web of Science
TM

 Core Collection is part of the Web of 

Science, and focuses on research published in journals and conferences in science, medicine, arts, 

humanities and social sciences. 

The Web of Science was created as an awareness and information retrieval tool but it has acquired an 

important primary use as a tool for research evaluation, using citation analysis and bibliometrics.  Data 

coverage is both current and retrospective in the sciences, social sciences, arts and humanities, in some 

cases back to 1900.  Within the research community this data source is often still referred to by the acronym 

‘ISI’. 

Unlike other databases, the Web of Science and underlying databases are selective, that is: the journals 

abstracted are selected using rigorous editorial and quality criteria.  The authoritative, multidisciplinary content 

covers over 12,000 of the highest impact journals worldwide, including Open Access journals, and over 

150,000 conference proceedings.  The abstracted journals encompass the majority of significant, frequently 

cited scientific reports and, more importantly, an even greater proportion of the scientific research output 

which is cited.  This selective process ensures that the citation counts remain relatively stable in given 

research fields and do not fluctuate unduly from year to year, which increases the usability of such data for 

performance evaluation. 

Thomson Reuters has extensive experience with databases on research inputs, activity and outputs and has 

developed innovative analytical approaches for benchmarking and interpreting international, national and 

institutional research impact. 

                                                      
4
 Garfield, E (1955) Citation Indexes for Science – New dimension in documentation through association of ideas.  

Science: 122, 108-111. 
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DATABASE CATEGORIES 

The source data can be grouped in various classification systems.  Most of these are based on groups of 

journals that have a relatively high cross-citation linkage and naturally cluster together.  Custom classifications 

use subject maps in third-party data such as the OECD categories set out in the Frascati manual. 

Thomson Reuters frequently uses the broader field categories in the Essential Science Indicators
SM

 system 

and the finer journal categories in the Web of Science.  There are 22 fields in Essential Science Indicators and 

254 fields in Web of Science.  In either case, our bibliometric analyses draw on the full range of data available 

in the underlying database, so analyses in our reports will differ slightly from anything created ‘on the fly’ from 

data in the web interface. 

The lists of journal categories in these systems are attached at the end of this document. 

Most analyses start with an overall view across the data, then move to a view across broad categories and 

only then focus in at a finer level in the areas of greatest interest to policy, programme or organizational 

purpose. 

ASSIGNING PAPERS TO ADDRESSES 

A paper is assigned to each country and each organization whose address appears at least once for any 

author on that paper.  One paper counts once and only once for each assignment, however many address 

variants occur for the country or organization.  No weighting is applied. 

For example, a paper has five authors, thus: 

Author Organization Country   

Gurney, KA Univ Leeds UK Counts for Leeds Counts for UK 

Adams, J Univ Leeds UK No gain for Leeds No gain for UK 

Kochalko, D 
Univ C San 
Diego 

USA Counts for UCSD Counts for USA 

Munshi, S Gujarat Univ India Counts for Gujarat Counts for India 

Pendlebury, D Univ Oregon USA Counts for Oregon No gain for USA 

So this one paper with five authors would be included once in the tallies for each of four universities and once 

in the tallies for each of three countries. 

Work carried out within Thomson Reuters, and research published elsewhere, indicates that fractional 

weighting based on the balance of authors by organization and country makes little difference to the 

conclusions of an analysis at an aggregate level.  Such fractional analysis can introduce unforeseen errors in 

the attempt to create a detailed but uncertain assignment.  Partitioning credit would make a greater difference 

at a detailed, group level but the analysis can then be manually validated. 

CITATION COUNTS 

A publication accumulates citation counts when it is referred to by more recent publications.  Some papers get 

cited frequently and many get cited rarely or never, so the distribution of citations is highly skewed. 

Why are many papers never cited?  Certainly some papers remain uncited because their content is of little or 

no impact, but that is not the only reason.  It might be because they have been published in a journal not read 

by researchers to whom the paper might be interesting.  It might be that they represent important but 

‘negative’ work reporting a blind alley to be avoided by others.  The publication may be a commentary in an 

editorial, rather than a normal journal article and thus of general rather than research interest.  Or it might be 

that the work is a ‘sleeping beauty’ that has yet to be recognized for its significance. 

Other papers can be very highly cited: hundreds, even thousands of times.  Again, there are multiple reasons 

for this.  Most frequently cited work is being recognized for its innovative significance and impact on the 

research field of which it speaks.  Impact here is a good reflection of quality: it is an indicator of excellence.  

But there are other papers which are frequently cited because their significance is slightly different: they 

describe key methodology; they are a thoughtful and wide-ranging review of a field; or they represent 

contentious views which others seek to refute.   
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Citation analysis cannot make value judgments about why an article is uncited nor about why it is highly cited.  

The analysis can only report the citation impact that the publication has achieved.  We normally assume, 

based on many other studies linking bibliometric and peer judgments, that high citation counts correlate on 

average with the quality of the research. 

 

The figure shows the skewed distribution of more or less frequently cited papers from a sample of UK 

authored publications in cell biology.  The skew in the distribution varies from field to field.  It is to compensate 

for such factors that actual citation counts must be normalised, or rebased, against a world baseline. 

We do not seek to account separately for the effect of self-citation.  If the citation count is significantly affected 

by self-citation then the paper is likely to have been infrequently cited.  This is therefore only of consequence 

for low impact activity.  Studies show that for large samples at national and organizational level the effect of 

self-citation has little or no effect on the analytical outcomes and would not alter interpretation of the results. 

TIME FACTORS 

Citations accumulate over time.  Older papers therefore have, on average, more citations than more recent 

work.  The graph below shows the pattern of citation accumulation for a set of 33 journals in the journal 

category Materials Science, Biomaterials.  Papers less than eight years old are, on average, still 

accumulating additional citations.  The citation count goes on to reach a plateau for older sources. 

The graph shows that the percentage of papers that have never been cited drops over about five years.  

Beyond five years, between 5% and 10% or more of papers remain uncited. 

Account must be taken of these time factors in comparing current research with historical patterns.  For these 

reasons, it is sometimes more appropriate to use a fixed five-year window of papers and citations to compare 

two periods than to look at the longer term profile of citations and of uncitedness for a recent year and an 

historical year. 
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DISCIPLINE FACTORS 

Citation rates vary between disciplines and fields.  For the UK science base as a whole, ten years produces a 

general plateau beyond which few additional citations would be expected.  On the whole, citations accumulate 

more rapidly and plateau at a higher level in biological sciences than physical sciences, and natural sciences 

generally cite at a higher rate than social sciences. 

Papers are assigned to disciplines (journal categories or research fields) by Thomson Reuters, bringing 

cognate research areas together.  The journal category classification scheme has been recently revised and 

updated.  Before 2007, journals were assigned to the older, well established Current Contents categories 

which were informed by extensive work by Thomson and with the research community since the early 1960s.  

This scheme has been superseded by the 252 Web of Science journal categories which allow for greater 

disaggregation for the growing volume of research which is published and abstracted. 

Papers are allocated according to the journal in which the paper is published.  Some journals may be 

considered to be part of the publication record for more than one research field.  As the example below 

illustrates, the journal Acta Biomaterialia is assigned to two journal categories: Materials Science, 

Biomaterials and Engineering, Biomedical.   

Very few papers are not assigned to any research field and as such will not be included in specific analyses 

using normalised citation impact data.  The journals included in the Thomson Reuters databases and how 

they are selected are detailed here http://ip-science.thomsonreuters.com/mjl/. 

Some journals with a very diverse content, including the prestigious journals Nature and Science were 

classified as Multidisciplinary in databases created prior to 2007.  The papers from these Multidisciplinary 

journals are now re-assigned to more specific research fields using an algorithm based on the research 

area(s) of the references cited by the article.  

NORMALISED CITATION IMPACT 

Because citations accumulate over time at a rate that is dependent upon the field of research, all analyses 

must take both field and year into account.  In other words, because the absolute citation count for a specific 

article is influenced by its field and by the year it was published, we can only make comparisons of indexed 

data after normalizing with reference to these two variables. 

We only use citation counts for reviews and articles in calculations of impact, because document type 

influences the citation count.  For example, a review will often be cited more frequently than an article in the 

same field, but editorials and meeting abstracts are rarely cited and citation rates for conference proceedings 

are extremely variable.  The most common normalization factors are the average citations per paper for (1) 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

19
81

19
82

19
83

19
84

19
85

19
86

19
87

19
88

19
89

19
90

19
91

19
92

19
93

19
94

19
95

19
96

19
97

19
98

19
99

20
00

20
01

20
02

20
03

20
04

20
05

20
06

20
07

20
08

20
09

20
10

20
11

20
12

20
13

percentage of 
papers uncited at 

the end-2013

impact (citations 
end-2013/number 
of papers)

Year of publicationCitations/paper Uncited papers

http://ip-science.thomsonreuters.com/mjl/


 

Bibliometric analysis of IMI ongoing projects              Page | 42                                                                                                                                           
 

 

the year and (2) either the field or the journal in which the paper was published.  This normalization is also 

referred to as ‘rebasing’ the citation count. 

Impact is therefore most commonly analysed in terms of ‘normalised impact’, or NCI.  The following schematic 

illustrates how the normalised citation impact is calculated at paper level and journal category level. 

 

 This article in the journal Acta Biomaterialia is assigned to two journal categories: Materials Science, 

Biomaterials and Engineering, Biomedical.  The world average baselines for, as an example, Materials 

science, Biomaterials are calculated by summing the citations to all the articles and reviews published 

worldwide in the journal Acta Biomaterialia and the other 32 journals assigned to this category for each year, 

and dividing this by the total number of articles and reviews published in the journal category.  This gives the 

category-specific normalised citation impact (in the above example the category-specific NCIF for Materials 

Science, Biomaterials is 5.6 and the category-specific NCIF for Engineering, Biomedical is higher at 6.5).  

Most papers (nearly two-thirds) are assigned to a single journal category whilst minorities are assigned to 

more than 5. 

Citation data provided by Thomson Reuters are assigned on an annual census date referred to as the Article 

Time Period.  For the majority of publications the Article Time Period is the same as the year of publication, 

but for a few publications (especially those published at the end of the calendar year in less main-stream 

journals) the Article Time Period may vary from the actual year of publication. 

World average impact data are sourced from the Thomson Reuters National Science Indicators baseline data 

for 2013. 

MEAN NORMALISED CITATION IMPACT 

Research performance has historically been indexed by using average citation impact, usually compared to a 

world average that accounts for time and discipline.  As noted, however, the distribution of citations amongst 

papers is highly skewed because many papers are never cited while a few papers accumulate very large 

citation counts.  That means that an average may be misleading if assumptions are made about the 

distribution of the underlying data. 

In fact, almost all research activity metrics are skewed: for research income, PhD numbers and publications 

there are many low activity values and a few exceptionally high values.  In reality, therefore, the skewed 

distribution means that average impact tends to be greater than and often significantly different from either the 

median or mode in the distribution.  This should be borne in mind when reviewing analytical outcomes. 

The average (normalised) citation impact can be calculated at an individual paper level where it can be 

associated with more than one journal category.  It can also be calculated for a set of papers at any level from 

a single country to an individual researcher’s output.  In the example above, the average citation impact of the 

Acta Biomaterialia paper can be expressed as ((5.6 + 6.5)/2) = 6.1. 

Design of scaffolds for blood vessel 
tissue engineering using a multi-

layering electrospinning technique 
(2005) Acta Biomaterialia 1: 575-582

Cited 162 times up to end-December 
2013

Materials Science, Biomaterials

Impact normalised to world average 
citations/paper in the Materials 

Science, Biomaterials in 2005 = 5.6

Engineering, Biomedical

Impact normalised to world average 
citations/paper in the Engineering, 

Biomedical journal category in 2005 = 
6.5
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IMPACT PROFILES® 

We have developed a bibliometric methodology
5
 that shows the proportion of papers that are uncited and the 

proportion that lie in each of eight categories of relative citation rates, normalised (rebased) to world average.  

An Impact Profile® enables an examination and analysis of the strengths and weaknesses of published 

outputs relative to world average and relative to a reference profile.  This provides much more information 

about the basis and structure of research performance than conventionally reported averages in citation 

indices. 

Papers which are “highly-cited” are often defined in our reports as those with an average citation impact 

(NCIF) greater than or equal to 4.0, i.e. those papers which have received greater than or equal to four times 

the world average number of citations for papers in that subject published in that year.  This differs from 

Thomson Reuters database of global highly-cited papers, which are the top 1% most frequently cited for their 

field and year.  The top percentile is a powerful indicator of leading performance but is too stringent a 

threshold for most management analyses. 

The proportion of uncited papers in a dataset can be compared to the benchmark for the UK, the USA or any 

other country.  Overall, in a typical ten-year sample, around one-quarter of papers have not been cited within 

the 10-year period; the majority of these are, of course, those that are most recently published. 

  

                                                      
5
 Adams J, Gurney K & Marshall S (2007) Profiling citation impact: A new methodology. Scientometrics 72: 325-344. 
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The Impact Profile® histogram can be presented in a number of ways which are illustrated below. 

A B 

  

C D 

 
 

A: is used to represent the total output of an individual country, institution or researcher with no benchmark 

data.  Visually it highlights the numbers of uncited papers (weaknesses) and highly cited papers (strengths). 

B & C: are used to represent the total output of an individual country, institution or researcher (client) against 

an appropriate benchmark dataset (benchmark). The data are displayed as either histograms (B) or a 

combination of histogram and profile (C).  Version C prevents the ‘travel’ which occurs in histograms where 

the eye is drawn to the data most offset to the right, but can be less easy to interpret as categorical data.  

D: illustrates the complexity of data which can be displayed using an Impact Profile®.  These data show 

research output in defined journal categories against appropriate benchmarks: client, research field X; 

client, research field Y; client, research field Z; benchmark, research field X+Y; benchmark, research 

field, Z. 

Impact Profiles® enable an examination and analysis of the balance of published outputs relative to world 

average and relative to a reference profile.  This provides much more information about the basis and 

structure of research performance than conventionally reported averages in citation indices. 

An Impact Profile® shows what proportions of papers are uncited and what proportion are in each of eight 

categories of relative citation rates, normalised to world average (which becomes 1.0 in this graph).  

Normalised citation rates above 1.0 indicate papers cited more often than world average for the field in which 

that journal is categorised and in their year of publication. 

Attention should be paid to: 

 The proportion of uncited papers on the left of the chart 

 The proportion of cited papers either side of world average (1.0) 

 The location of the most common (modal) group near the centre 

 The proportion of papers in the most highly-cited categories to the right, (≥4 x world, ≥8 x world). 
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WHAT ARE UNCITED PAPERS? 

It may be a surprise that some journal papers are never subsequently cited after publication, even by their 

authors. This accounts for about half the total global output for a typical, recent 10-year period.  We cannot tell 

why papers are not cited. It is likely that a significant proportion of papers remain uncited because they are 

reporting negative results which are an essential matter of record in their field but make the content less likely 

to be referenced in other papers.  Inevitably, other papers are uncited because their content is trivial or 

marginal to the mainstream.  However, it should not be assumed that this is the case for all such papers. 

There is variation in non-citation between countries and between fields. For example, relatively more 

engineering papers tend to remain uncited than papers in other sciences, indicative of a disciplinary factor but 

not a quality factor.  While there is also an obvious increase in the likelihood of citation over time, most papers 

that are going to be cited will be cited within a few years of publication. 

WHAT IS THE THRESHOLD FOR ‘HIGHLY CITED’? 

Thomson Reuters has traditionally used the term ‘Highly Cited Paper’ to refer to the world’s 1% of most 

frequently cited papers, taking into account year of publication and field.  In rough terms, UK papers cited 

more than eight times as often as relevant world average would fall into the Thomson Highly Cited category.  

About 1-2% of papers (all papers, cited or uncited) typically pass this hurdle.  Such a threshold certainly 

delimits exceptional papers for international comparisons but, in practice, is an onerous marker for more 

general management purposes. 

After reviewing the outcomes of a number of analyses, we have chosen a more relaxed definition for our 

descriptive and analytical work.  We deem papers that are cited more often than four times the relevant world 

average to be relatively highly-cited for national comparisons.  This covers the two most highly-cited 

categories in our graphical analyses. 

 

JOURNAL CATEGORY SYSTEMS USED IN OUR ANALYSES 

Web of Science 

Acoustics Classics Engineering, multidisciplinary 

Agricultural economics & policy Clinical neurology Engineering, ocean 

Agricultural engineering Communication Engineering, petroleum 

Agriculture, dairy & animal science Computer science, artificial intelligence Entomology 

Agriculture, multidisciplinary Computer science, cybernetics Environmental sciences 

Agriculture, soil science 
Computer science, hardware & 
architecture 

Environmental studies 

Agronomy Computer science, information systems Ergonomics 

Allergy 
Computer science, interdisciplinary 
applications 

Ethics 

Anatomy & morphology Computer science, software engineering Ethnic studies 

Andrology Computer science, theory & methods Evolutionary biology 

Anesthesiology Construction & building technology Family studies 

Anthropology Criminology & penology Film, radio, television 

Applied linguistics Critical care medicine Fisheries 

Archaeology Crystallography Folklore 

Architecture Dance Food science & technology 

Area studies Demography Forestry 

Art Dentistry, oral surgery & medicine Gastroenterology & hepatology 

Asian studies Dermatology Genetics & heredity 

Astronomy & astrophysics Developmental biology Geochemistry & geophysics 

Automation & control systems Ecology Geography 

Behavioral sciences Economics Geography, physical 
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Biochemical research methods Education & educational research Geology 

Biochemistry & molecular biology Education, scientific disciplines Geosciences, multidisciplinary 

Biodiversity conservation Education, special Geriatrics & gerontology 

Biology Electrochemistry Health care sciences & services 

Biology, miscellaneous Emergency medicine Health policy & services 

Biophysics Endocrinology & metabolism Hematology 

Biotechnology & applied microbiology Energy & fuels History 

Business Engineering, aerospace History & philosophy of science 

Business, finance Engineering, biomedical History of social sciences 

Cardiac & cardiovascular systems Engineering, chemical Horticulture 

Cell biology Engineering, civil Humanities, multidisciplinary 

Chemistry, analytical Engineering, electrical & electronic 
Imaging science & photographic 
technology 

Chemistry, applied Engineering, environmental Immunology 

Chemistry, inorganic & nuclear Engineering, geological Industrial relations & labor 

Chemistry, medicinal Engineering, industrial Infectious diseases 

Chemistry, multidisciplinary Engineering, manufacturing Information & library science 

Chemistry, organic Engineering, marine Instruments & instrumentation 

Chemistry, physical Engineering, mechanical Integrative & complementary medicine 

International relations Mining & mineral processing Psychology 

Language & linguistics Multidisciplinary sciences Psychology, applied 

Language & linguistics theory Music Psychology, biological 

Law Mycology Psychology, clinical 

Limnology Nanoscience & nanotechnology Psychology, developmental 

Linguistics Neuroimaging Psychology, educational 

Literary reviews Neurosciences Psychology, experimental 

Literary theory & criticism  Psychology, mathematical 

Literature Nuclear science & technology Psychology, multidisciplinary 

Literature, African, Australian, Canadian Nursing Psychology, psychoanalysis 

Literature, American Nutrition & dietetics Psychology, social 

Literature, British Isles Obstetrics & gynecology Public administration 

Literature, German, Dutch, Scandinavian Oceanography 
Public, environmental & occupational 
health 

Literature, romance Oncology 
Radiology, nuclear medicine & medical 
imaging 

Literature, Slavic 
Operations research & management 
science 

Rehabilitation 

Management Ophthalmology Religion 

Marine & freshwater biology Optics Remote sensing 

Materials science, biomaterials Ornithology Reproductive biology 

Materials science, ceramics Orthopedics Respiratory system 

Materials science, characterization & 
testing 

Otorhinolaryngology Rheumatology 

Materials science, coatings & films Paleontology Robotics 

Materials science, composites Parasitology Social issues 

Materials science, multidisciplinary Pathology Social sciences, biomedical 

Materials science, paper & wood Pediatrics Social sci, interdisciplinary 

Materials science, textiles Peripheral vascular disease Social sci, mathematical methods 

Math & computational biology Pharmacology & pharmacy Social work 

Mathematics Philosophy Sociology 

Mathematics, applied Physics, applied Soil science 
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Mathematics, interdisciplinary applications Physics, atomic, molecular & chemical Spectroscopy 

Mechanics Physics, condensed matter Sport sciences 

Medical ethics Physics, fluids & plasmas Statistics & probability 

Medical informatics Physics, mathematical Substance abuse 

Medical laboratory technology Physics, multidisciplinary Surgery 

Medicine, general & internal Physics, nuclear Telecommunications 

Medicine, legal Physics, particles & fields Theater 

Medicine, research & experimental Physiology Thermodynamics 

Medieval & renaissance studies Planning & development Toxicology 

Metallurgy & metallurgical engineering Plant sciences Transplantation 

Meteorology & atmospheric sci Poetry Transportation 

Microbiology Political science Transportation science & technology 

Microscopy Polymer science Tropical medicine 

Mineralogy Psychiatry  

Urban studies   

Urology & nephrology   

Veterinary   

Veterinary sciences   

Virology   

Water resources   

Women's studies   

Zoology   
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ANNEX 4: ACRONYM KEY FOR TOP MOST DIVERSE 
COLLABORATIVE ORGANIZATIONS 

INSERM – French Institute of Heart and Medical Research 

CNRS – French National Centre for Scientific Research 

Table of Metric 3 Scores 

IMI_Project InstanceTopCol Total Pubs 
Avg Top Org per 

Pub 
Score 

EU-AIMS 75 41 1.83 1.00 

U-BIOPRED 32 20 1.60 1.00 

ABIRISK 13 10 1.30 1.00 

BioVacSafe 11 10 1.10 1.00 

QuIC-ConCePT 10 10 1.00 1.00 

PharmaCog 23 24 0.96 0.96 

BTCure 118 132 0.89 0.89 

Open PHACTS 19 25 0.76 0.76 

IMIDIA 18 35 0.51 0.51 

SAFE-T 7 15 0.47 0.47 

EUROPAIN 31 70 0.44 0.44 

eTOX 12 39 0.31 0.31 

MIP-DILI 5 23 0.22 0.22 

SafeSciMET 2 21 0.10 0.10 

RAPP-ID 4 45 0.09 0.09 

Translocation 2 27 0.07 0.07 

OncoTrack 4 80 0.05 0.05 

PreDiCT-TB 1 21 0.05 0.05 

 


