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amin.erfanmanesh@gmail.com
2. Online social networks
3. Reference management tools
4. Collaborative social spaces
5. Content sharing tools
6. Blogs & Microblogs
7. Social peer reviewing

Drew
9. Altmetrics
10. Alternative metrics
11. Social web metrics
12. Citation-based indicators
13. Priem, Taraborelli, Groth, & 

Neylon
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1. Holmberg
2. Views
3. Bookmarks
4. Saves
5. Downloads
6. Likes
7. Clicks
8. Shares
9. Comments
10. Followers
11. Recommendations
12. Traditional Citation-

based Metrics
13. Real time impact
14. Social impact
15. Clarivate analytics
16. Thomson reuters
17. Scopus
18. Williams
19. Hammarfelt
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1. Sud & Thelwall
2. Robinson-García, Torres-

Salinas, Zahedi, & 

3. Article-level metrics
4. CiteULike
5. Web of Science (WoS)
6. Mendeley
7. Figshare
8. Public Library of Science 

(PLoS)
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1. Eysenbach
2. Twitter
3. Priem, Piwowar, & 

Hemminger
4. PloS One
5. Bar-Ilan
6. Journal of the American 

Society for Information 
Science & Technology 
(JASIST)

7. Peoples, Midway, 
Sackett, Lynch, & 
Cooney

8. Haustein, Peters, 
Sugimoto, Thelwall, & 
Larivière

9. Nuredini & Peters
10. Xia
11. Pooladian & Borrego
12. Social Science Citation 

Index (SSCI)
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1. Altmetric activity
2. Altmetric coverage
3. Altmetric attentions
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(DOI)
2. Altmetric score
3. Mean altmetric score
4. Scimago Journal 

Ranking (SJR)
5. Source Normalized 

Impact per Publication 
(SNIP)

6. CiteScore
7. Citations per Paper 

(CPP)
8. Journal metrics 

(journalmetrics.scopus.
com)
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2. Kolmogorov-Smirnov 
Test

3. Spearman’s Rank 

fbec254976a4c07ba619
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D Lib Magazine

Information Communication and Society AIB Studi

Archival Science

 "The open access advantage
considering citation, article usage and social media attention"

Scientometrics

r p r p
r p r p



�F
 ø

 



��
 ø

 
 

 

r p r p
r p r p



��
 ø

 



��
 ø

 
 

 

Journal of Information Science
Journal

of Information and Computational Science
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1. Rowlands, Nicholas, 
Russell, Canty, & 
Watkinson
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1. Visibility
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