
There will be three measures used to evaluate the outcome of the pilot project: 1) quantification of the use of the open 

access funds, 2) evaluative comments from the participants, and 3) citation counts of the articles. 

1) The measures of fund use will include those suggested in the SPARC Open-Access Publishing Fund document: 
 

 Number of Open Access Articles Reimbursed, Including Those in Hybrid Journals  

 Number of Unique Submitting Authors Participating 

 Number of Unique Departments Participating  

 Number of Unique Open Access and Hybrid Journals Utilized 

 Amount of Money Disbursed    
 
These measures will be compared with comparable information from 2008-2009 and 2009-2010 to determine 
the increase in participation in open access publishing.  
 

2) The second measure will be evaluative comments solicited from each of the participants who requested funding. 
 

3) Additional measures will be citation counts done on each of the articles through Harzing’s Publish or Perish 
program [http://www.harzing.com/pop.htm], which draws counts from the Google Scholar1 database and from 
the ISI Web of Knowledge (WoS) citations database.  Indexing of online publications has a recognized time-lag 
so each database will be searched at quarterly intervals during the pilot program.  The uptake of articles into the 
citation pathways may extend beyond the timeframe for the pilot project.  

 
Each of these sources offers potentially more complete coverage of specific academic disciplines as noted 
below: 

 
Although the use of Google Scholar generally provides a higher citation count than Web of Knowledge, 
this might not be true for all fields of studies. 
 

 Google Scholar generally provides better coverage of citations in books and conference 
proceedings and a wider range of journals in the Social Sciences, Arts and Humanities, and 
Engineering. 

 Web of Knowledge generally provides better coverage in the Natural and Health Sciences.   
 
Using both Google Scholar and Web of Knowledge should provide balanced coverage of citations 
irrespective of discipline, recognizing that Google Scholar is likely to be most beneficial for three of its 
categories: 

Business, Administration, Finance and Economics;  
Engineering, Computer Science and Mathematics; and  
Social Sciences, Arts and Humanities. 

  

                                                           
1
 Anne-Wil Harzing, Google Scholar - a new data source for citation analysis, December 20, 2008: http://www.harzing.com/pop_gs.htm.     

http://www.arl.org/sparc/bm~doc/oafunds_v1.pdf
http://www.harzing.com/pop.htm
http://www.harzing.com/pop_gs.htm


Example: 

Sample citation counts for Grant McFadden’s 2008 paper “RIG-I Mediates the Co-Induction of Tumor Necrosis Factor 

and Type I Interferon Elicited by Myxoma Virus in Primary Human Macrophages” in PLoS Pathogens: 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2438611/.   

Web of Science shows this work has been cited 15 times: 

 

 

Publish or Perish shows this paper has been cited 17 times: 

 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2438611/

