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Fredrik Niclas Piro

that altmetrics can be used to map how re-
searchers are engaging with the public (and
others), but it cannot be used directly to
measure the quality of research.

Later on, Arto Lanamiki provided a
presentation about trivial or even bad pub-
licity, titled as “Is Any Social Media Public-
ity Good Publicity? The Case of @RealPeer-
Review and Altmetrics”, which provoked an
especially lively discussion by the audience.

During the event, NWB tweeters
were active on Twitter, and on Thursday
#NWB2017 rose momentarily to the top 20
hashtags in Finland along with #Catalonia
and #perdkonttigate.

Thursday started with Ilkka Niiniluoto’s
opening speech on the use of bibliometrics
in the Finnish science policy context.
The day’s keynote speech, Fredrik Niclas
Piro from the Nordic Institute for Studies
in Innovation, Research and Education
(NIFU), went through the findings of a
recent NordForsk report on Nordic higher
education institutions. Comparing Research
at Nordic Higher Education Institutions
using Bibliometric Indicators was published
this year and it covers the period 1999 to 2014.

In his speech Piro discussed measure-
ment issues and the differences the report
reveales between the Nordic countries. He
emphasized that the purpose of the report
is to provide higher education institutions
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Jesper Schneider

with information for developing their re-
search activities. However, the actual use
of the report is university-specific.

NordForsk report is not about ranking,
but about providing information for com-
parison, says Fredrik Niclas Piro.

“Many universities say that yes, we have read
the report and we use it some way. In some cas-
es the use of the report is very specific. For exam-
ple, one university uses it in their development
contract with the Ministry. These reports are
useful for many purposes, but the benchmark-
ing of other institutions is the main thing. The
report is not about ranking, but about provid-
ing information for comparison,” claims Piro.

The comparison shows that although
the number of publications in Nordic
countries is rising sharply, its global share
in production is falling. From the Nordic
countries’ point of view, the strong fields in
international comparison are the social sci-
ences, business studies, economics, and the
health sciences. In Finland, certain areas of
medicine are declining in comparison with
other Nordic countries.

“Research in the Nordic countries is grow-
ing in the social sciences and health-related
fields. But in the natural sciences, we are de-
clining. Finland is a bit different. Its growth in
material science, geosciences and also math-
ematics and statistics is higher than in other
Nordic countries. But on the other hand, the
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Workshop dinner
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Gunnar Sivertsen

growth of biomedicine and clinical medicine
in Finland was negative from 1999 to 2014.
That’s very unique” says Piro.

In Friday’s keynote speech, Jesper Sch-
neider from Aarhus University discussed
the phenomenon of science crisis. Schnei-
der pointed out that it is easy to find strong
opinions on the subject, but verifying these
views is another case. Instead of scientific
frauds, Schneider focused on questionable
research practices (QRP). Research integ-
rity related themes arose lively discussions
also in parallel sessions.

NWB poster session was first time intro-
duced last year in Copenhagen. Due to the
new participant record, almost one third of
presentations was held as a poster and poster
sessions took place in both workshop days.
Imitating the tradition started in Copenha-
gen, poster sessions were preceded by the
poster minute madness -session, where eve-
ry presenter had 9o seconds time to intro-
duce their poster. The sessions were chaired
by Birger Larsen both in Copenhagen and in
Helsinki. Poster minute madness -sessions
have turned out to be inspiring and efficient
tool for poster boosting and organizers wish
that this could increase the attractiveness of
poster sessions also in the future of NWB.

Starting from 2017, the NWB has a steer-
ing group: Birger Larsen, Aalborg Universi-
ty — Copenhagen, Denmark; Camilla Hertil
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Day 1 with Birger Larsen (middle)

Lindelow, Sodertorns hogskola, Sweden;
Susanna Nykyri, University of Helsinki,
Finland; Sigurdur Oli Sigurdsson, RANNIS,
Iceland; and Gunnar Sivertsen, NIFU, Nor-
way. The role of the group is to take care
of the continuity of NWB and promote the
best practices of the NWB workshop.
Gunnar Sivertsen kindly reminded
about the NWB rules:
» Present new ideas or work in pro-
gress if you want to
» Be policy-oriented if you can
» All presentations are followed by
questions, suggestions and discussion
» Be friendly
The #NWB2017 contributions are avail-
able for viewing and peer-feedback at Fig-
share (with citable DOIs),
» Proceedings: https://figshare.com/
articles/_/5633815
» Presentations: https://doi.
org/10.6084/mg.figshare.c.3896053
» Posters: https://doi.org/10.6084/
mo.figshare.c3896050
NWB2017 was sponsored by NordForsk,
Elsevier, Clarivate Analytics and Altmetric.
The organizers - Janne P6lonen and An-
na-Sofia Ruth (TSV), Eva Isaksson, Johanna
Lahikainen and Susanna Nykyri (HULIb),
and Reetta Muhonen (TaSTI), wish the best
of luck to the organizers of NWB2018! See
you next year in Boras!

ISSINEWSLETTER VOL. 13. NR. 4.
© International Society for Scientometrics and Informetrics

Photo courtesy of © Jussi S. Mdnnist6



https://figshare.com/articles/_/5633815
https://figshare.com/articles/_/5633815
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.3896053
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.3896053
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.3896050
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.c.3896050

