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A Multidiscipline Comparison on the Use of Academic Social Networking Sites and Academic Influence: Based on the Investigation of Wuhan University

DENG ShengLi TONG Jingling
( Center for Studies of Information Resources, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China )

Abstract: The paper collected information of all scientific researchers registered as Wuhan University on ResearchGate using method of network
survey. Then, we divided users into different disciplines according to their professional information. This paper made a multidiscipline comparison on
behavior of scholars and users’ impact. The results show that users from science and information science play a key role in ResearchGate. There is an
obvious difference in users’ behavior across different research fields. In addition, information sharing behavior is significantly related to users’ impact.

Keywords: Academic Social Networking Sites; ResearchGate; Usage Behavior; Discipline Difference
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