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The Top 100 Academic Journals Contain Little Social
Science
By Alex Berezow, PhD — May 22, 2017
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Last week, a funny and clever hoax was perpetrated against a social sciences journal. The
hoaxers wrote an absurd paper [2] on how the penis is merely a social construct. And for good
measure, they claimed it made climate change worse. Somehow, the paper passed peer review,
and the predictable result was widespread mockery of the social sciences -- and gender studies, in
particular -- across the Internet.
Not everybody was amused. A couple of critics raised legitimate objections. One of them noted [3]
that Cogent Social Sciences, the victim of the hoax, is a vanity or predatory journal with no
credibility. Another claimed [4] that a respectable outlet, like the American Journal of Sociology,
would never have been fooled.
But that raises an important question. In a field like gender studies, what constitutes a respectable
outlet? We can make progress toward answering that question by utilizing SCImago's ranking of
academic journals [5].

Every ranking of academic journals is controversial. The most well-known method, known as
Impact Factor, has been rejected by reputable journals [6]. Still, whether academics like it or not,
some sort of ranking system will always exist. And the SCImago ranking, called SJR, is as good as
any1.
According to SJR, the most prestigious journals are dominated by the biomedical sciences, which
take 55 of the top 100 spots. Physics, chemistry, biology, and other general sciences, including
math and technology, claim another 33 spots. Altogether, the hard sciences and their direct
applications constitute 88 of the top 100 journals.
The remaining 12 spots are shared by soft sciences, like economics and psychology, and nonscientific fields, such as business.
There Are Few Prestigious Social Science Journals
There is a curious lack of social science or humanities journals in the top 100. For instance, there
is only one journal dedicated to psychology2. If business and economics are counted, then a total
of 12 of the top 100 journals cover the social sciences. (Put another way, there are more top 100
journals covering the biomedical subdisciplines of cell biology/microbiology/molecular biology than
all the social sciences combined.) SJR considers Administrative Science Quarterly (which we
classified as a business journal) to be a sociology journal, so it represents the one sociology
journal in the top 100.
How many gender studies journals are in the top 100? Zero. In fact, there is only one gender
studies journal in the top 1,000 [7]. Titled Gender and Society, it ranks at #933.
The takeaway from this analysis is clear: The hard sciences constitute the hottest fields and most
prestigious journals. By comparison, social science journals are not nearly as prestigious. By
definition, that means social science journals, as a whole, are not cited by prestigious journals.
There are many reasons for that. But one of them certainly is that the quality of the research just
isn't very good. That's why penis hoax articles can get published.
Notes
(1) For the rationale behind its methodology, see here [8] and here [9].
(2) Many of the top 100 journals are interdisciplinary, so arriving at a single classification for a
journal is not always straightforward. For instance, despite its title, Energy and Environmental
Sciences is probably best described as a technology journal. Trends in Cognitive Sciences is a
neuroscience journal, but contains psychology and political science, as well.

COPYRIGHT © 1978-2016 BY THE AMERICAN COUNCIL ON SCIENCE AND HEALTH

Source URL: https://www.acsh.org/news/2017/05/22/top-100-academic-journals-contain-little-social-science11311
Links

[1] https://www.shutterstock.com/image-vector/scientific-journal-vector-illustration-flat-style-631414034
[2] http://www.acsh.org/news/2017/05/19/hoax-science-paper-says-penis-social-construct-worsens-climatechange-11302
[3] https://academeblog.org/2017/05/20/the-hoax-that-failed-or-skeptics-who-arent-very-skeptical/
[4] http://www.patheos.com/blogs/accordingtomatthew/2017/05/sociologist-reviews-conceptual-penis-socialconstruct/
[5] http://www.scimagojr.com/journalrank.php
[6] http://www.acsh.org/news/2016/09/13/major-science-journals-eliminate-impact-factor-10151
[7] http://www.scimagojr.com/journalrank.php?category=3318
[8] http://www.scimagojr.com/SCImagoJournalRank.pdf
[9] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SCImago_Journal_Rank

