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Introduction
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Altmetrics: a working definition

@jeandraws

The volume and nature of attention 
that research receives online.

How often are people talking, what’s 
being said, and who is saying it?
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How do US academic librarians use 
altmetrics for collection development?
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• Survey of 13,436 librarians at 150 
Carnegie-classified “R1” institutions 
in the US

• Direct email (manually 
collected)

• 707 respondents (5.3% 
response rate)

• Collected answers via Qualtrics
• Data analysis via Qualtrics and SPSS

About the nationwide study

Rachel Miles
Digital Scholarship Librarian

Kansas State University

Sarah Sutton
Assistant Professor, Library

  & Information Science
Emporia State University
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Tenure status No

Years of experience No (unconfirmed)

Having regular scholcomm duties Yes

Having regular instruction duties Yes (for usage statistics)

Disciplinarity Yes (familiarity)

Which factors affect the use of/familiarity with metrics for 
collection development?
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Takeaways

● Journal Usage Factor and usage 
statistics most likely to be used 
for collection development.

● Altmetrics least likely to be used 
for collection development.

● Where librarians use altmetrics 
overall, they are most likely to 
use Altmetric or Scopus to 
gather this information.
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Altmetric Explorer and Collection 
Development for History
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● Humanities have a slower citation rate :: real time data

● Humanities have slower rate of obsolescence :: “old” data is ok

● Use altmetrics to identify topics, journals, and books

● Enhance department liaison activities

● Recommended tool: Altmetric Explorer (for Librarians, Institution)

Why Altmetrics for Humanities?
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Collection Development Priorities

Department of History, Mississippi State University
Nodes of Excellence:
● History of Science and Technology (HOST)
● Agricultural, Rural, and Environmental (ARE)
● Empire, Power, Identity and Conflict (EPIC)

Limitations:
● Limited (decreasing) funding for journals
● Monographic / one-time purchase funds vary each year
● Primarily patron-driven collection model
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Topic in News

Public Interest

Researcher Interest





Identifying 
Journals

e.g., History 
of Medicine



Identifying 
Books

e.g., Digital 
Humanities

● WoS: 0 citations
● GoogleScholar: 15 citations
● WorldCat: 351 holdings



COLLECTION DEVELOPMENT 
& 

THE TOOLS OF SOCIAL 
SCIENTIFIC COMMUNICATION
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Segmented growth of the annual number of cited references 1650 - 2012

Publication Year
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http://blogs.nature.com/news/2014/05/global-scientific-output-doubles-every-nine-years.html



http://www.nature.com/news/online-collaboration-scientists-and-the-social-network-1.15711



Thelwall, M. and Wilson, P. (2016), Mendeley readership altmetrics for medical articles: An analysis of 45 fields. J Assn Inf Sci Tec, 67: 
1962–1972. doi:10.1002/asi.23501

Strong correlations between Mendeley readers & citations 
for almost all 45 Scopus medical subject areas. 

Science and medicine coverage generally high

Articles have more Mendeley readers than
citations in the first year after publication
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PERCENTAGE OF OHSU 
ARTICLES WITH 
ACTIVITY & SUM OF 
CHANNEL ACTIVITIES
(N = 5,694)



UPTAKE
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ENDORSEMENT
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REFERENCE SITES

POST-PEER REVIEW
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DISCUSSION
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ENSURE ACCESS TO & 
DISCOVERY OF THE BEST & 
MOST RELEVANT CONTENT
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0 RESULTS FOR OHSU
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http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/impactofsocialsciences/2015/11/11/101-innovations-in-scholarly-communication/



“TO PREPARE A PUBLIC  HEALTH WORKFORCE, CREATE NEW 

KNOWLEDGE, ADDRESS SOCIAL DETERMINANTS & LEAD IN THE 

IMPLEMENTATION OF NEW APPROACHES AND POLICIES TO 

IMPROVE THE HEALTH OF POPULATIONS.”
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ATTENTION & DISCOURSE 
IS NOT A MEASURE OF 
QUALITY





MY BRAIN (AND LIBRARY) ON ALTMETRICS

PARTNERSHIP 
OPPORTUNITIES

SCHOLARSHIP AS A 
CONVERSATION

MORE RESEARCH 

MORE PLANNING & 
INTEGRATION

MORE RESOURCE 
STABILITY

NOVEL EVIDENCE 
FOR AN ESTABLISHED 
CASE
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SOMETIMES IT HURTS



Thank you!

Stacy Konkiel
stacy@altmetric.com

Nickoal Eichmann-Kalwara
nickoal.eichmann@colorado.edu

Robin Champieux
champieu@ohsu.edu
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