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Caveat: accuracy and % coverage of data

Are all KI publication indexed in the database bibliomtrics are taken from? (Scopus)
Are all citing publications indexed?
(coverage)

Is ORCID used by all researchers and is it linked to PURE and Scopus?
(accuracy)

Are researchers at Kl registering all activities and research outputs into SDU Pure,
both BFI and non-BFI giving

(coverage; especially for activities and Scopus non-indexed publications)
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Evidence-based medicine
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Evidence-based
medicine
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Excellent research Increase in international collaboration
collaboration
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Excellent research Top 10 collaborating institutes
collaboration Scival
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Strong research culture
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Caveat: Do not compare citations between subject fields

Citations per publication from 2011-2020

Critical Care and Intensive Care Medicine
Oncology

Endocrinology, Diabetes and Metabolism
Cardiology and Cardiovascular Medicine
Obstetrics and Gynecology

Clinical Neurology

SUrgery

Cphthalmology

Infections Diseases

Pathology and Forensic Medicine
Radiology, Nucdear Medicine and Imaging

Family Practice

Emergency Medicine
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Strong research culture
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Strong research culture

MW Realized Open Access M Closed Unclear

@ Open Access Realized at Danish Universities in 2020

University of Southern Denmark (SDU)

University of Copenhagen (KU)
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Strong research culture

Open Access
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Questions?

ra-support@bib.sdu.dk thmd@bib.sdu.dk
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