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A Study of Application of Altmetrics in Libraries

QIU XiaoChun
(Shanghai Jiao Tong University School of Medicine Library, Shanghai 200025, China)

Abstract: With the rise of open access publishing and online research, the spread of scientific knowledge presents the trend of network. The method of bibliometrics

based on citation relationship, which may not objectively reflect the status quo of scientific communication, altmetrics are gradually becoming a new indicator for
quantitative analysis and scientific and technological evaluation due to the addition of academic and social media. Library as an institution for providing quantitative

data support for research evaluation.Library should introduce alternative tools in the process of digital library construction such as institutional repository, and lay the

groundwork for the library to participate in the research evaluation in age of basing internet scientific communication.
Keywords: Altmetrics; Bibliometrics; Research Evaluation; Scientific Communication; Digital Library
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