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Introduction 
In order to quantify the degree of 
research collaboration, several 
collaborative measures based on 
mathematical computation of the 
number of co-authors and the co-
occurrence of co-author pairs have been 
put forward. Scientific collaboration 
through co-authorship of journal articles 
is internationally on the rise, even 
though important differences between 
disciplines remain. Co-authorship is 
rarer in the social sciences and 
humanities (SSH) in particular. 
Moreover, the SSH disciplines are 
known to be underrepresented in 
databases such as the Web of Science 
and Scopus. As a result the collaboration 
network of social scientists and 
humanities scholars in particular cannot 
be faithfully reflected by the applying 
current collaboration measures to data 
extracted from these databases. Better 
measures of collaboration in the social 
sciences and humanities are needed 
(Sula, 2012) 
 
By looking at collaboration as apparent 
from edited books, we want to make a 
bibliometric contribution to the better 

measurement of collaboration in the 
social sciences and humanities. The 
inclusion of books in the measurement 
of SSH collaboration is obviously 
relevant, as the publication output of 
SSH entails not only journal articles, but 
also a substantial proportion of books as 
well as chapters in edited books (Hicks, 
2004; Nederhof, 2006; Engels, 
Ossenblok, & Spruyt, 2012)  

Data and methods 
For this research we used data from a 
Flemish full coverage database of peer 
reviewed publications in the SSH, the 
VABB-SHW (Engels et al., 2012). All 
publications 2000-2011 by SSH 
researchers affiliated with a Flemish 
university are indexed. However, only 
publications in journals and with 
publishers that have been the subject of 
peer review prior to publication, are 
eligible. All publications in the database 
are categorized in one or more 
disciplines, depending on the authors’ 
departmental affiliation(s).  
 
In our research an edited book is the 
traditional edited book where one or 
more editors coordinate the publication 
of a book to which a number of authors 
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contribute one or more chapters. The 
editors can also be one of the authors, as 
most of the time they (co)write the 
introduction and the conclusion and/or 
one of the chapters. We looked up 
details of the edited books 2000-2011 of 
three disciplines: Economics & 
Business, History and Linguistics. Per 
edited book the number of book 
chapters, authors per chapter and unique 
authors was harvested manually on the 
internet and in the university library. 
The results on 236 edited books, 
containing a total of 3.932 chapters, are 
presented in this poster. 34 books turned 
out not to be edited books (e.g. text 
editions written entirely by the editor), 
and thus were left out of this study, and 
4 books were unavailable both online 
and through interlibrary document 
supply.  

Results 
In the three disciplines the average 
number of editors per edited book is 
larger than the average number of 
authors per book chapter within these 
edited books, i.e. 2,4 editors versus 1,1 
authors for History; 2,7 versus 1,2 for 
Linguistics, and 3,1 versus 1,9 for 
Economics. The proportion of books 
edited by more than one editor is for all 
three disciplines well above 80% 
whereas the proportion of book chapters 
with more than one author are well 
below 53% (Economics). Thus we 
observe that across the three disciplines 
book editing is envisioned as a 
collaborative enterprise, typically 
undertaken by two to four people, 
perhaps because of the diversity of the 
tasks involved. This contrast with the 
co-authorship of the contributions, 
which only in Economics are typically 
the result of collaboration.  
 

Table 12: Book rank by number of book 
chapters (BC) and by unique authors 

(AU)  

bo
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Economics 
N= 55 

History 
N = 49 

Linguistics 
N= 132 

#BC #AU #BC #AU #BC #AU 
1 63 134 87 94 50 55 
2 52 98 34 34 49 54 
3 47 74 30 29 44 48 
4 44 67 22 23 43 47 
5 43 66 22 22 42 44 
6 38 63 22 21 40 41 
7 35 60 22 21 35 40 
8 22 46 22 21 33 36 
9 20 37 21 21 30 34 

10 20 34 21 20 30 33 
11 19 31 20 20 28 29 
12 19 30 19 19 26 29 
13 17 26 19 19 26 29 
14 17 25 17 18 26 28 
15 16 25 17 18 26 28 
16 16 25 17 18 25 27 
17 16 25 16 17 24 26 
18 16 24 15 17 24 25 
19 15 23 15 16 24 25 
20 14 23 14 16 24 25 
21 14 23 14 16 23 24 
22 14 22 14 16 22 24 
23 13 22 13 15 22 23 
… …  … … … … 

N-4 9 12 9 8 8 8 
N-3 9 12 8 8 8 7 
N-2 8 12 8 8 7 5 
N-1 8 9 7 7 6 4 

N 8 6 7 7 3 2 
 
Table 1 shows the number of book 
chapters and the number of unique 
authors per edited book, ranked 
independently for each discipline under 
study. The number of book chapters is 
an indication of the volume of the edited 
books, whereas the number of unique 
contributors illustrates the breadth of the 
network of the editor(s). To be able to 
measure both the volume and the 
breadth of the editors’ network, we use a 
well-known measure, namely the H-
index. The H-index is best known as an 
indicator of publication activity and 
citation impact, but can be defined more 
generally as a source-item relationship. 
In this study we defined the H-index as 
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the largest number n such that you have 
n edited books with n or more book 
chapters (H-BC), respectively unique 
authors (H-AU). 
 
The H-BC and H-AU indicated in Table 
1 demonstrate that within Economics 16 
books have at least 16 book chapters and 
22 books have at least 22 unique 
contributors. This difference between 
volume and number of contributors 
illustrates the collaborative publication 
pattern in edited Economics books. For 
History and Linguistics the H-BC and 
the H-AU are almost identical with 16 
and 17 for History and 22 and 23 for 
Linguistics. This is in line with the large 
percentage of book chapters written by a 
single author. However, edited books 
with one chapter written by a large 
number of unique authors combined 
with a large number of chapters by one 
and the same author, although very 
unlikely in a humanities discipline, can 
give the same results. The data on the 
tail (book ranks N to N-4) of the 
distribution illustrate that less than 5% 
of edited books contain contributions by 
8 or less authors. The full data series 
illustrate that in History and Linguistics 
the majority of the edited books contain 
contributions by respectively 15 to 24 
and 17 to 28 authors, whereas in 
Economics there are 23 to 40 
contributors in a majority of cases. 
Thus, in Economics book chapters 
involve more collaboration than in 
History and Linguistics. In sum, the 
inconsistencies of the H-index 
notwithstanding, this poster illustrates 
that the concept of an H-index for edited 
books is fruitful and needs further 
exploration.  
Conclusion 

Book chapters and (edited) books are an 
important scientific publication medium 
within the SSH. Using the H-index on 
book chapters and unique contributors to 
an edited volume, we indicated the 
difference between three disciplines in 
both volume of an edited book and in 
breadth of the editors network. 
Additional data from other SSH 
disciplines will allow us to provide a 
broader perspective and to draw more 
general conclusions. The results 
furthermore underline the difference in 
nature between co-authoring and co-
editing and hence the need to take into 
account the (special) relation between 
editors and chapter authors when 
studying collaboration patterns. A new 
measure for calculating collaboration 
will be investigated in future research. 
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