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Bibliometric Analysis of Research on Google Scholar Abroad
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Abstracts: Using the database of Web of Science as information origins, the paper takes the quantitative
analysis method and information visualization technology, and uses CiteSpace II to analyze the
documents on Google Scholar since 2004, from the aspect of document counts, author, journal, important

documents, and research topics, hoping to demonstrate the status quo of the research on Google Scholar

Keywords: google scholar;quantitative analysis;bibliometric ;citespace 11

20044F 11 ARG IEFEPRE 3k Google HEH
B R IR 55 —Google Scholar(Beta fiit), i FH 7
BRI T PARERRBERME T — St
Google Scholar $2 it | Z MR ARG Y
SCHRE B o Google Scholar —Z8HEH , {3 57 5]
TR, U AR A 4 2 U, X T
HEE R RS RS TR T TESE, NT
i LA R 272 X F Google Scholar IYAFFE BK
2 5 o [ PR AR 51 SCELHE Web of Science
(SCI-EXPANDED, SSCI, A&HCI) 2 SCHk 5 , i
it Sk AL ge i SCER T 7 R R4 A R
CiteSpace 1147 Al MLAL 73 #7 , LA 48 7R Google
Scholar 5T AR, FEXTA TG WA A & o
Wr#s B 2011-09-23
EE® &

1 Sk

EEHTE Web of Science TEf #6522, 158272
Tt SCHIR , S BRANAH O STHR S 1521 30k 254 F , FLAA
Wl 1 TR

Google Scholar 7£ 2004 4 11 H 74" H Google
e, AR R 4 5 AR OCSCHR 3, 2005 47 A4 TRk
RN 500 , 7 4R SCBREC R B R Y AR AR L 1X 5T
U T Google Scholar (4 H iy SL Lk 27 21 T
KeyE. mNE AT DLA A 2005 4E 2 4,
Google Scholar B} 5% SCHRER 1 BEAS REFAR RS
Pt e AT LA, 75 AR K — Bt A, Google Scholar

#7(1978=), B, iL A, TBANFRZ &40k 5 R EFNAT .



78 W R

304

FRIAH R TRD AT 2 5 A HEBSOG T B TR

AR, T A R, 254 Jm SOk, B R S
k2K A Nature 1 —Hr 4218 “Science search-
es shift up a gear as Google starts Scholar en-
gine” . Google Scholar IUHE 1 EE [ Nature, 15 1]
HAE L5 i TR R EHAN

&

50

zo04 2005 2006 zo07 2008 zoo09 2010

H1 Google ScholarBF 5 Lk & 5 A

2 AEE

2.1 RXHEZHIEE

X A6 A B Y 254 J5 SCERPEAT /R # v ge ity
Br, K BR 25 16 0 SCRRBEA VR LUS |, 3 ) 34
#7287 . Horh, RRSCI IR Z Y 2ok A SE
IR~ (University of Hawaii) [ Jacso P, &
FECHR 1455, Jacso P2 Google Scholar A
RIURE I SCINRESFE N A, AN LB 4t Web of Sci-
ence.Scopus ML X Google Scholar T3 h 8 %X i) [X.
A s HETESE ik A DR IR 22 K% (Universi-
ty of Tehran) ) Kousha K, & % 6 f SCHk , &3 a9 &
& Google Scholar (751 3C 73 # 20 g , Ji H 2
Google Scholar 5 Web of Science 5| X5 HT I HE Y
A te4h, Barllan J AR Chillingworth M &5t 2
3 &EB (s

2.2 #WEFASHIEE

H T Web of Science 4 T SCHR A9 5] SCAF
Bt X S (5 BT DL IR A R AT g
WRIPER o T4k, 5 B AT AL BOR B 115 &
ST B TIROR , a5 ST I, wT LR R

FR G H ) B A T U R A R s, D]
AL T R W SR ok o Hery, ly S8 [ PR /R
K 2% (Drexel University) B #8 3¢ 18 1 Br JF & )
CiteSpace T2 AT R ALK A4 o ()58 . A ORI
A, X Web of Science W A/EE AT AT #1046 3
Bro

VEFROCHE B AR B, 27y U A I R
(Cited Author), BfIA] X 4 14F, BI{E 4 (4,3,16) , (4,

3,18)F1(4,3,20) , il V5 & a5 | 9 AR R , OF:
Guit R SR , BT S AnE 2 FZk 1 R .
%1 Google Scholar B 7 ARIRAF & A4k 5] K42 £ %

HER

75 K L YE#
1 91 0.10 Jacso P
2 62 0.02 Meho L
3 57 0.06 Barllan J
4 49 0.11 Garfield E
5 45 0.01 Hirsch ]
6 42 0.02 Kousha K
7 38 0.03 Cronin B
8 38 0.03 Bauer K
9 36 0.10 Neuhaus C
10 35 0.04 Bakkalbasi N

TrGcms Jer

CEceERM

JHKESSLER RC

B2 Google Scholar #F5LATUKA # 24k 5| 4R F 8

ME 2 F1Ze 1 0] IR H, Google Scholar iff 57 45
B B el I B R M Jacso P, 3AE T 91K,
HUE Meho L, HEA S HAGULIAE] T 350K TMi7E
O 7 T, Pauly D Al Kessler RC 38 8 -y 1Y
. ZRa RSO MRS K, ol LUR H Jacso P,
Barllan J.Kousha K, Meho L. Pauly D L & Kes-
sler RC % ATE Google Scholar (4 #fi %5 B2 Hb A7, J2:
AT BTN

3 W

Pagiit, 254 SR T 145 X1 B
T4 B £ B9 J& Journal of Library Administra-
tion, ) % 3CHk 15 5 , HLYK J2& Online Information
Review, TIZEE Top 5BATIANZR 2 s .

%2 FIHHF Top 5847

W% SCHikhE D
Journal of Library Administration 15 FEH
Online Information Review 13 |

Journal of the American Society for Information 10 2
Science and Technology (JASIST)

B 2 A

Internet Reference Services Quarterly 8 XH

M2 AT LLFE SO I A 3 2ok A 3
[, 3t 2 B € 25 Google Scholar 19 3£ 2L [
Mo 17 JASIST SR 5 A 44 AT, A—1>
T S e Google Scholar FUBFFY B T 438 AU 7K
i

Scientometrics 9




118 [E4F Google Scholar ifF 5% (1 SCHk 4341 79

4 EESCHRT

P S AT ) A — A TR R B2 95 |
U, 5 BTG ey, T W G2 iy TR o 5d i A
%, “Impact of data sources on citation counts and
rankings of LIS faculty: Web of science versus
Scopus and Google Scholar” #% 5| 4 YK &% &1 , #% 51
106 V< #5191k Top 10 FYSCHRANTR 3 7R .

EH,Jacso P Al Kousha K435 2 55 Sk A
PG 1EAIET 10 B9 SCHR, T JASIST I Scientometrics
W73 551l P2 1 2 0 SR o #5514 2 Me-
ho L %5 2007 4F & 9 “Impact of data sources on
citation counts and rankings of LIS faculty: Web of
Science versus Scopus and Google Scholar”, 1% 3CHik
F 2 & I Web of Science, Scopus Fll Google
Scholar GETHRHIF A SURMIT RS IR X3, 5
DA R A THEF P Jacso PFE“As we may
search Comparison of major features of the Web of
Science, Scopus, and Google Scholar citation—based
and citation—enhanced databases” X Web of Science,
Scopus M Google Scholar i) BHIsE VI -5 241 A% 4K
P PEGE IR KR A AR B AR LA R I —
SE SCHRAYRE ) AR B0 . HETES =918 3C“Which
h-index?-A comparison of WoS, Scopus and
Google Scholar” L% T | H] WoS, Scopus LI &
Google Scholar 154 h 38T A7 AE 1 X 1)1

5 BFEE IR

A 3 TR SCHR N B, %ot STk A T 04, T LA

G b B W B e — SRS U ) IS SR AT 5 A
RIS, 254 55 STk K 3 Google Scholar 1)
RE I SN, JEHAE S SCENRERY LL oA 51T
#r , Google Scholar X & 45 1 K& F& 19 £ my LA
Google Scholar ¥ 1 FH55 77 T o

5.1 Google ScholarhgER i 5iEM

Google Scholar MU — 2 R4 25| % | [v]
AL — A5 SO TR AR AT 2% ] P 8T DL s
it Google Scholar #6275 BB SCHR B 5 451 LA
St | SCERITEA{E H o Google Scholar (1975|3041
Brohag , Jo st Hodm R S8 i, ;X W45 12 # 3Tk
Web of Science 7E 5| 3C 53 #r 28 W Jay ] 1 A8 52 25 ]
BIHEXT Google Scholar (5| SCor AT Hig#E AT 70 A 5
P, L HIE 5 Web of Science 555 | SCBIE E#ET
FEBSHLN, T ARZ 23 ] 12 RERIX R . 4 Kayvan
K %5 A H Google Scholar fil Web of Science X H
SRBFA A SRR A FF IO 275 AR 52 1 7 i
17 843 HT, 4518 10N Google Scholar L Web of
Science Y REELSE S SCHR 1B 5 [0, JUHZ BT
HCAFBCFEIE S D AAE B0, 3X X T8 BREE R i 2A R
W5k Ui 2 2O ZEMS X F Google Scholar
MZRGRI, KGR P K RINEE K REER S,
Jacso P25 T T W Z W LT, 458NN, Google
Scholar BEAT S AU 58 s g G 2 fii 1 25 22
DE AL TRt A7 AR B AN SR | SE AN % S
e/ N TATEEAS 2,

5.2 Google ScholarxEHIEX BRI

X EA55E R 1L, Google Scholar FHEH , BE &
BLIE , RPN D B AU 27, IR

£3 Google Scholar BF ARk P AL R K Top 10 89 Lk

77 : - N T
Meho L, Impact of data sources on citation counts and rankings of LIS
! Yang K faculty: Web of science versus scopus and google scholar 2007 JASIST 106
As we may search — Comparison of major features of the Web of
2 Jacso P Science, Scopus, and Google Scholar citation-based and 2005 Current Science 80
citation-enhanced databases
3 Barllan] Which h-index? — A comparison of WoS, Scopus and Google Scholar 2008 Scientometrics 56
4 Falagas M% Comparison of PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science, and Google 2008 Faseb Journal 53
Scholar: strengths and weaknesses

5 Jacso P Google scholar: The pros and the cons 2005 Online Information Review 51

6  Noruzi A Google Scholar: The new generation of citation indexes 2005 Libri 47

7 Kousha K, Google scholar citations and google Web/URL citations: A 2007 JASIST 44
Thelwall M multi-discipline exploratory analysis

3 Kousha K, Sources of Google Scholar citations outside the Science Citation 2008 Scient i 8
Thelwall M Index: A comparison between four science disciplines crentometrics

9 Walters W Google Scholar coverage of a multidisciplinary field 2007 Information Processing & Management 26

10 Neuhaus C%¥

The depth and breadth of Google Scholar: An empirical study

2006 Portal-Libraries And The Academy 26




80 I

304

AR B A R Google Scholar X1 K1 & )
sZm 28 Gn A A 2R H Google Scholar, #E8) &3
TER R E . U Arendt JIA N Google Scholar 1 H #
XF T A AR IR A B — R LIS,
WA P A L Google Scholar 62 2% 4 UM 75 19 4L
FREUR, P A TR T ATE A PR SR B4R TR A O
M ENE ZEFEKRA FR 9 ES
Google Scholar FE4T UL, 7344 A RYIEH S AR
IO P15 18 B P A SR I A T R
Google Scholar 5 {EATWASK A T ML BCHE FE A T LU AL,
iV E N &€/ HER NV S 1B SR &5 € R i SN
TR DL 3, I8 2 A0 HE AN A L 2 B (EAR LT
Bowering M L & A 0 X & 45 1 J& & A 2 A
Google Scholar #1745 210 W M A A58 . 2005
L IZAEF R L E 100 Z2 s B BIEHE T T4,
P A 6 S 3 i A IR A A A Rl 32 O | R AR
Google Scholar 454 .Google Scholar J& 75 Hi BLLE
B 5 8 B R 51 K Google Scholar J& 75 Hy
PAEEI S IE Y OPAC A5 9IRS 25 IR0,
AP AT B 2R B it , FH Google Scholar
THRfE B 5S

5.3 Google ScholarBI AR

MAT E 2R3, Google Scholar j&—MFKi 2 T
H 5513008 T A R, el A 208 ] Google
Scholar, FE4r KAEHAE, R T % & X EH—1
BRI . A F ARV T AT R H Google
Scholar FEAT2 A ARPEAT , (XS BHITA BT BHIFHLES |
FHITRCR I T5F 20 A B 2RI, 4 Onyan-
cha O BHLA|H Google Scholar XIS P VD DA e
FEIH K B TR A i e R 2 AR e g dEA T
TP VRO 4R PR A5 3 T EcR T Eae SRR Bk
DB YR ISR h 5 H g 8B K s [ 1
g B\ L F Google Scholar AJ PLHIR P
KA ISTHC R A R 27 AR 520 ), Google Scholar
WAEFFER A 2R 5 130T SR i R gl 45 219
PREAT P B T 0T BEYY, Cesare R D25 A A H
Google Scholar K ¥ T JK {4 3CHik (Grey Litera-
ture) 2= AR 17, 2518 K , Google Scholar [
B, RO T 1 K 8 SCR A AT UL, [R] Bt ] A3
Tk AN [R) WA 1) 4 SOk S e SCHR i Jre A2 Ak 1) A i T
W, I H., Google Scholar fr KL w5 S X Hs SR

AN [ 5 1 SCRR I S — R =0

»

6 45 b

gi Bk, FANE Z4%F Google Scholar JEFF T
BERTZ BFGE , SCHR AR B R 5 A A T
P, EIB T — A% RS O P A BN
FERAIESE . PRI, X7 NI N GOk, 4
] i % [ A0 BA B9 R, S [N T A A
Google Scholar B 4T b FF 15 Bk %5, 2 FRATET
B )

S 30k

1 CiteSpacell: Visualizing Patterns and Trends in Scientific Lit-
erature[ EB/OLY, http://cluster.cis.drexel.edu/~cchen/CiteSpac
¢/,2011-06-10.

2 Meho L, Yang K, Impact of data sources on citation counts
and rankings of LIS faculty: Web of Science versus Scopus
and Google Scholar [J]. Journal of the American Society for In-
formation Science and Technology, 2007, 58(13): 2105-2125.

3 Jacso P, As we may search Comparison of major features of
the Web of Science, Scopus, and Google Scholar cita-
tion—based and citation-enhanced databases [J]. Current Sci-
ence, 2005, 89(9):1537-1547.

4 Barllan J, Which h—index? = A comparison of WoS, Scopus
and Google Scholar []J]. Scientometrics, 2008, 74(2): 257-271.

5 Kayvan K, Thewall M. Sources of Google Scholar citations out-
side the Science Citation Index: A comparison between four
science disciplines [J]. Scientometrics, 2008, 74 (2):273-294.

6 Jacso P, Google Scholar: the pros and the cons [J]. Online In-
formation Review, 2005, 29(2):208-214.

7 Arendt J, Imperfect Tools: Google Scholar VS. Traditional
Commercial Library Database[]J] Against the Grain, 2008, (4):
26,28.

8 Bowering M L, Karen H A, Google Scholar and the Library
Web Site: The Early Response by ARL Libraries [J]. College
& Research Libraries, 2006, 67(2): 106—-122.

9 Onyancha O B, A Citation Analysis of Sub—Saharan African
Library and Information Science Journals using Google Schol-
ar [J]. African Journal of Library, Archives and Information
Science, 2009, 19(2): 101-106.

10 Cesare R D etc. The impact of Grey Literature in the web en-

vironment: A citation analysis using Google Scholar [J]. The

International journal on grey literature, 2008, 2(3): 83-86.

ARG A )



