Supplemental material 1: Comparative study of the relevance of bibliometric searches from Web of Science (WoS) and Scopus

To realize this comparison, 30 members of SCs were randomly chosen in the database, weighted by the relative importance of their scientific discipline across all SCs. After calculation of the relative importance of each discipline (n = 40), disciplines that represent less than 2.5% of the total were removed (n = 28). For the 12 remaining disciplines, their relative importance was used to select a representative number of researchers for each discipline.
[bookmark: _GoBack]For each author, a research using the “author search” tool of WoS and Scopus was carried out. Several authors could have homonyms and could be duplicated because of affiliation changes during their career or other errors in referencing (e.g., spelling errors in the WoS or Scopus databases). Query results were analyzed with great care to ensure that maximum information from each database were extracted. Sometimes it could result in several data download (e.g., one author represented as two authors in the database). For WoS, “full records” were downloaded (i.e., maximum information for each record, 68 columns). For Scopus, an easier way to select relevant information for our analysis was to limit the number of columns to 25. All data were checked and aggregated in two tables: one for WoS, one for Scopus.
WoS results contain 841 unique records for all the authors found when Scopus gave 909 unique records.
The figure below shows that there are not much differences in disciplines with many records (e.g., ecology, biology), but that some disciplines (e.g., agronomy, geography) display high discrepancies in terms of numbers of records. The Scopus database appears to be more relevant than WoS. Finally, for some “minor” disciplines in terms of numbers of records (e.g., history), the discrepancies represent a large proportion of the mean number of records found in WoS and Scopus. The Scopus database can provide as much as twice as many records as the WoS database.
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