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Abstract 

This paper examines the publications of Indian Institute of Management (IIMs), which have been 

indexed in Web of Science, Scopus and Indian Citation Index databases. The data for the study 

have been extracted from the website of National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF) under 

publications. A total of 939 publications have been indexed in these databases and over all 1996 

citations have been received for its publications. Among 939 publications, 203 papers have been 

highly cited by others. It is found from the results that more number of publications have indexed 

in Scopus (65.50%), it is followed by Web of Science(20.55%) and Indian Citation 

Index(13.95%).Generally, it is observed that old institutes have been produced a good number of 

publications than the institutes established in recent years. In Indian Citation Index (ICI), the 

publications of recently established institutes have been received a good number of citations 

even though the publications are found less compare to other Institutes. The study has also 

recommended to adopt a new parameter namely h-index to find out the h-index of the 

institutions, departments and also authors. 
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Introduction 

The performance of the institutions can be measured through the number of research papers 

published in peer reviewed journals at national and international levels. The institutions, which 

are generating a good number of papers in a particular field, may be considered as a frontier of 

institutions in the field. Globalization has changed the relationship between higher education and 

the state, but it is also transforming the relationship between institutions, and between 

institutions and society. In place of the old bargain wherein HEIs were “largely free to do as they 

choose, funded but not impeded by a grateful state”, their activities are now tied very directly to 

national economic success (Robertson, 1997). Rankings can encourage institutions to move 

beyond their internal conversations to participate in broader national and international 
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discussions about new ways of capturing and reporting indicators of success. The participation of 

individual institutions in these discussions will become an increasingly important way for 

articulating how rankings can be used to measure and improve institutional practices. 

Increasing market-based orientation and international character of higher education institutions 

around the globe have led students, universities and governments to take a great interest in 

knowing the position that a particular centre, university or other higher education entity have in 

comparison with other entities. With the massification of universities practically in every 

continent, the initiatives to obtain independent analysis of the quality of universities have 

increased rapidly in recent years across many nations. The global expansion of access to higher 

education has increased demand for information on academic quality and has led to the 

development of university ranking systems or league tables in many countries of the world (Dill 

and  Soo , 2005) .  

 

There exist three key issues in the approximation to the university ranking systems: who ranks, 

why rank and the audience for rankings. Most of the university rankings have been done by 

private and media-based entities (e.g., magazines). However, professional associations and 

governments are paying more and more attention to this option. Regarding the question about 

why rank, a main purpose is to give information to the consumer in order to help him to make 

higher education choices. Other important purpose is to function as an institutional marketing 

strategy. A last purpose refers to the promotion of quality of education institutions motivating 

competence among them. The third key issue is the audience for rankings. Students are 

considered the more important consumers. Parents are other key collective since they pay 

expending of students’ education. Other consumers are the academic entities and government 

institutions responsible of education politics (Merisotis, 2002). University ranking systems vary 

extensively since the type of indicators selected depends on the particular definition of academic 

quality adopted by their authors. Nevertheless, several guidelines on ranking elaboration process 

can be established. The data are either collected from existing data sources or from original 

sources specifically for the ranking. From the information collected, the type and the quantity of 

variables to use are selected. The indicators are standardized and weighted. Lastly, calculations 

and comparisons are done in order to sort institutions into ranking format (Clarke, 2005).The 
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worldwide mapping of ranking activities demonstrates that it is a growing global phenomenon in 

place in more than 40 countries. Taking into consideration that, in a number of countries, there is 

a variety of rankings of higher education institutions, an overall number of rankings easily 

exceeds 100. Higher education ranking is present in all regions of the world, including those in 

which universities are striving to ameliorate their position in the global rankings, such as those in 

sub-Saharan Africa (Sall et al, 2009) and Muslim countries (Billal, 2007). 

 

National Institutional Ranking Framework 

 

The National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF) was approved by the MHRD and 

launched by Honourable Minister of Human Resource Development on 29th September 

2015.This framework outlines a methodology to rank institutions across the country. The 

methodology draws from the overall recommendations broad understanding arrived at by a Core 

Committee set up by MHRD, to identify the broad parameters for ranking various universities 

and institutions. The parameters broadly cover “Teaching, Learning and Resources,” “Research 

and Professional Practices,” “Graduation Outcomes,” “Outreach and Inclusivity,” and 

“Perception”. 

 

Objectives of the Study 

 

 To examine the publications of Indian Institute of Management that are indexed in the 

databases of Web of Science, Scopus and Indian Citation Index (ICI) based on NIRF 

ranking 

 To investigate the citations received for the publications of Indian Institute of 

Management. 

 To find out the top 25% highly cited papers of the institutes  

Research Methodology 

The data pertaining to the publications for the year 2013, 2014 and 2015 have been extracted for 

the study from the website of National Institutional Ranking Framework 

(https://www.nirfindia.org/mgmt).The institutions have been categorised into four groups based 

on domains e.g. Universities, Engineering, Management, and Pharmacy.The study has 
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considered only the “Management” Institutes. There are 50 institutes have been listed under 

Management domain. Out of 50 institutes, 12 Indian Institute of Management alone have been 

taken up for this study. The data pertaining to publications of theses institutes in three databases 

such as Web of Science, Scopus and Indian Citation Index under various categories like 

publications, Citations, and Top 25% highly cited papers have been extracted and analysed. 

Simple calculation method was used to arrive percentage using Ms-Excel. 

Data Analysis and Findings 

Table 1 and Figure 1 indicate that 615 (65.50%) publications of IIMs were indexed in “Scopus” 

database and 193(20.55%) publications were indexed in “Web of Science”. “Indian Citation 

Index” has indexed 131(13.95%) publications of IIMs. It is found that more number of 

publications have been indexed in “Scopus” database, which is followed by “Web of Science” 

and “Indian Citation Index”. Table 1 

Publications of IIMs 

S.No. Sources 
No. of 

Publications 
% 

No. of 

Citations 
% 

Top 25% 

highly Cited 

Papers 

% 

1 Web of Science 193 20.55 603 30.21 53 26.11% 

2 Scopus 615 65.50 1381 69.19 150 73.89% 

3 Indian Citation Index 131 13.95 12 0.60 0 0% 

 Total 939 100 1996 100 203 100 
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Figure 1. Publications of IIMs 

Web of Science Database 

The study has analysed the publications of IIMs, which have been indexed in the Web of Science 

database. The data pertaining to each institute were tabulated and analysed using simple 

calculations. Table 2 reveals that more number of publications of IIM, Calcutta 42 (21.76%) 

have been indexed in WoS. It is followed by IIM, Bangalore 40 (20.73%) and IIM, Ahmadabad 

39 (20.21%). The publications of remaining institutes were indexed less in numbers and it ranges 

from 3 (1.55%) to 20 (10.36%).It is also found that IIM, Kashpur and IIM, Ranchi were not 

indexed any of its publications in this database. The study has also analysed the number of  

Table 2  

Web of Science 

S.No IIM 
No. of 

Publications 
% 

No. of  

Citations 
% 

Top 25% of  

highly 

Cited papers 

% 

1 Ahmadabad 39 20.21 112 18.57 11 20.75 

2 Bangalore 40 20.73 86 14.26 8 15.09 

3 Calcutta 42 21.76 129 21.39 9 16.98 

4 Lucknow 20 10.36 79 13.10 7 13.21 

5 Kozhikode 14 7.25 48 7.96 4 7.55 

6 Indore 14 7.25 44 7.30 6 11.32 

7 Trichy 5 2.59 33 5.47 2 3.77 

8 Raipur 4 2.07 25 4.15 2 3.77 

9 Udaipur 12 6.22 21 3.48 3 5.66 

10 Rohtak 3 1.55 26 4.31 1 1.89 

11 Kashipur 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 

12 Ranchi 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 

 Total 193 100 603 100 53 

  

citations received for the publications of each institute. Among the IIMs, IIM, Calcutta has been 

received the highest citations 129(21.39%) for its publications. The publications of IIM, 

Ahmadabad has received the second highest citations 112(18.57%), IIM, Bangalore has been 

found in third place with 86(14.26%) citations, it is followed by IIM, Lucknow.79(13.10%), IIM, 

Kozhikode (48, (7.96%), IIM, Indore (44, 7.30%).The other institutes have received less number 

of citations for its publications and it ranges from 3.48% to 5.47%. The publications of IIM, 
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Ahmadabad is found less in number compare to other top IIMs, however, 11(20.75%) of its 

publications have been highly (Top 25%) cited by others. It is followed by IIM, Calcutta 

9(16.98%), IIM, Bangalore 8(15.09%). 

SCOPUS Database 

Table 3 gives the publications of IIMs and indexed in Scopus database. It is found that more 

number of publications of IIM, Bangalore 128(20.81%) have been indexed in Scopus database. It 

is followed by IIM, Calcutta with 100(16.25%) of publications and IIM, Ahmadabad 

83(13.50%), IIM, Lucknow 64(10.57%) and IIM, Kozhikode 61(9.92%), IIM, Indore 59(9.59%). 

The publications of the remaining institutes are found less in numbers and it ranges from 1.79 to 

9.92%. 

Table 3 

Scopus 

S.No IIM 
No.  of 

Publications 
% 

No. of  

Citations 
% 

Top 25% of  

highly 

Cited papers 

% 

1 Ahmadabad 83 13.50 91 6.59 10 6.67 

2 Bangalore 128 20.81 245 17.74 33 22.00 

3 Calcutta 100 16.26 310 22.45 29 19.33 

4 Lucknow 65 10.57 186 13.47 19 12.67 

5 Kozhikode 61 9.92 145 10.50 11 7.33 

6 Indore 59 9.59 128 9.27 15 10.00 

7 Trichy 12 1.95 26 1.88 3 2.00 

8 Raipur 21 3.41 60 4.34 9 6.00 

9 Udaipur 17 2.76 35 2.53 5 3.33 

10 Rohtak 45 7.32 125 9.05 13 8.67 

11 Kashipur 13 2.11 15 1.09 1 0.67 

12 Ranchi 11 1.79 15 1.09 2 1.33 

 Total 615 100 1381 100 150 100 

 

The study has also analysed the citations received for the publications. The publications of IIM, 

Calcutta have received more number of citations 310 (22.45%) for its publications even though 

the publications found less in Scopus database compare to IIM, Bangalore. The IIM, Lucknow 

186 (13.47%), Kozhikode 145 (10.50%) have received more number of citations than IIM, 

Ahmadabad, which has more number of publications compare to these two institutes. It is 

indicated that 33(22%) papers of IIM, Bangalore have been highly cited by others. It is followed 
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by IIM, Calcutta 29(19.33%), IIM, Lucknow 19(12.67%), IIM, Indore15 (10%) and IIM, 

Kozhikode 11(7.33%). It is inferred that some of the institutes have published and indexed even 

more number of publications in Scopus database, but, received less number of citations for its 

publications. It is generally inferred that the institutes which published more number of 

publications have received more number of citations and also highly cited by others. 

Indian Citation Index Database 

It is found from Table 4 that IIM, Ahmadabad 28(21.37%) has published more number of 

publications in Indian Citation Index (ICI), which is followed by IIM, Indore 20(15.27%), and 

IIM, Lucknow 19 (14.50%), IIM, Kozhikode 19(14.50%). Similarly, IIMs, Bangalore 12(9.16%) 

and Calcutta 12(9.16%) have published equal number of publications and rest of institutes have 

published less number of publications and it ranges from   3(2.29%) to 6 (4.58%). 

Table 4 

Indian Citation Index 

S.No IIM 
No. of 

Publications 
% 

No. of  

Citations 
% 

1 Ahmadabad 28 21.37 1 8.33 

2 Bangalore 12 9.16 1 8.33 

3 Calcutta 12 9.16 0 0.00 

4 Lucknow 19 14.50 0 0.00 

5 Kozhikode 19 14.50 2 16.67 

6 Indore 20 15.27 0 0.00 

7 Trichy 3 2.29 0 0.00 

8 Raipur 0 0.00 0 0.00 

9 Udaipur 4 3.05 2 16.67 

10 Rohtak 5 3.82 6 50.00 

11 Kashipur 3 2.29 0 0.00 

12 Ranchi 6 4.58 0 0.00 

 Total 131 100 12 100 

 

The publications of IIM, Rohtak have been cited more number of times 6 (50%) even though it 

has produced only 5(3.82%) publications than other institutes like III, Ahmadabad 1 (8.33%), 

Bangalore 1(8.33%).The institutes established recently have produced less number of 

publications in Indian Citation Index (ICI). However, the publications of these institutes have 
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received good number of citations among other institutes. It is also found that no such data 

pertaining to top 25% of highly cited papers for all IIMs available in Indian Citation Index. 

Conclusion and Recommendations  

Ranking of educational institutions is most important in any country. The Indian government 

both Central and State in Indian should initiate the ranking process regularly. It should be a 

mandatory for all the educational institutions to participate in the programme. It will help the 

institutions to bring out its activities to the world through a systematic ranking process. The 

student community will also know the reputation, specialisation of the institutions, departments 

and also faculty members. The one way of measuring of any educational institutions is by its 

publications in peer- reviewed national and international journals. This study has also considered 

the publications of IIMs, which have been indexed in three bibliographic and citation databases 

namely Web of Science, Scopus and Indian Citation Index for ranking the publications in each 

database separately. Based on the results of the study, the following are recommended: 

 The National Institute of Ranking Frame (NIRF) has adopted a good number of 

parameters to rank the educational institutions in the country. In addition to the existing 

parameters, it is recommended to adopt new parameters such as h-index of institutions, 

authors, departments. It will create a good visibility of institutions, departments and 

authors at national and international levels. 

 Similarly, the authorities of the institutes should give equal publishing opportunities for 

teaching and non-teaching staff members and also encourage them to produce more 

number of publications in the reputed national and international journals. 
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