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Table 1 Distribution of core authors in the field of environmental innovation (issued volume = 6)

HEF (= 8'€ SRS KL FE R i X
No. Author Number of publications Number of cited Country or District
1 Peiro-Signes 10 81 b
2 Ryszko 10 58 W=
3 Segarra-Ona 9 54 PP
4 Mazzanti 8 147 BRA
5 Liao 8 25 EHE
6 Zauskova 8 14 Brig ke
7 Scarpellini 7 40 PHE
8 Horbach 6 787 1t ]
9 Crespi 6 120 R
10 Tseng 6 110 FEEE
11 Saez-Martinez 6 105 PUBEF
12 Gonzalez-Moreno 6 100 PUPEF
13 Chen 6 72 HEGE
14 Grib 6 12 Wik
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Table 2 Distribution of journals in the field of environmental innovation (issued volume = 5)

HEF EURLIE=2S B T
No. Journal Number of publication Impact factor

1 Journal of Cleaner Production 81 5.651

2 Sustainability 34 2.075

3 Business Strategy and the Environment 17 5.355

4 Technological Forecasting and Social Change 16 3.131

5 Research Policy 11 4.661

6 Ecological Economics 10 3.895

6 Industry and Innovation 10 1.338

7 Innovation-management Policy & Practice 8 0.915

7 Environmental Engineering and Management Journal 8 1.334

8 Journal of Business Ethics 7 2.354

9 Corporate Social Responsibility and EnvironmentalManagement 5 4918

9 Journal of Industrial Ecology 5 4.356
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Table 3 National distribution of literature in the field of environmental innovation (issued volume =10)

HEF = 5/ 1l X R HEF [ 5 il X K3
No. Country/ District Number of publications No. Country or District Number of publications

1 i 159 9 Y] 26

2 PYHESF 79 10 % e 16

3 %HE 52 11 PR AT 15

4 e lH 49 11 LhRPHE 15

5 K=ol 45 12 FrZ 14

6 f [l 31 13 Hrig e 13

6 K[ 31 14 I 12

7 = 29 14 L 12

8 (S 28 15 Fi it 11

oD R SO BV M B, R 29.56%
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Fig.2 Document co-citation network visualization map
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