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Leydesdorff, 2007; Adams, King #1 Ma, 2009). % ZF % i%E Web of Science(WoS) ¥ i &
s HE BB R G AR R K R #2005 4, R E ARV R BHEZ R I, 1B K
. HZJ5 (OECD, 2007), F 2010 4F, th [H B 1514 —, B B 2 [ H 5 (Moiwo fl Tao,
2013; Zhang, Patton il Kenney, 2013) ., #FERE RS HRE T (P EHERP KRB X
FEALRI ) e 52 10 O BL 2210 0T | IR 2020 4F E AWM A LA B iR, D& TE 2012 F£42 4
5P (Bound, Saunders, Wilsdon 1 Adams, 2013), FEPEBR M EZEREMEmW L H
fi SR E AR AL S| T AR SRR T S R T e B A A UG E K HIE SR E &3k
B B tH AR R ) B KA

Gr2ERERTE o E R 5 R E R AR SR X B R AR T B S B2 AR
Yk AR ESEE E T FENE M K (Bound 45, 2013; Moiwo fil Tao, 2013),
TE WoS YRR AR B8 30, 2010 £ B ZE 8 & | B 5] £ 3K 4E — (Zhou fl Leydes-
dorff, 2007; Tang 1 Shapira, 2011a; Kostoff %, 2012)., o E 7& 44 K 3% A 40 B 09 & ¥
3 IRFRCE BRI BB ZE R W3 N (Kostoff,2012) . i CHEE AR 5 i & H:
th 45 5% B 28 1 22 B . 72 45 /N (Youtie, Shapira #il Porter, 2008; Hu 1 Rousseau, 2013),

W2 RAT 2R H D) T B SCp g Bk i3 m e DA e sE iR R iR g e D h E bt
FEAS B B R B W A I JB) A HE RS S BRI, AT B AR B AT IS SCAR LR RIE R A E R R A
FHBT E .M E 283 (Guan fil Ma, 2007; Appelbaum, Parker 1 Cao, 2011);
2) v [ B & pE R B 22 X 2 IE) /Y RN BT G HE 3 T A X 2 P (Suttmeier, Cao #l Simon
2006); DIPIMEAFETEHEGFSEHRRTHETERZAC, PEHYTRATNE. @5+
ERTRFA R MR EERAG/E RE T B E KRR &E (Jin, Rousseau, Suttmeier Fl
Cao, 2007; Tang 2013); HFEEH EHE XK RXFEMIHE L, LU K7 % Web of Science
BRSPS TEAR NS LS, TERHRREERYARAES LW LEATRR
(Ren 1 Rousseau, 2002;Lin #1 Zhang, 2007; Huang, Notten il Rasters, 2011); 5) H H
W R REPEY I, L YR EME ZRT R F, X SR H T B 5 2R E B % 951
H (Shapira fl Wang, 2010);6)  EFHMF R 5] R R E R A, 1848 T BES A 28 55
R EFEESIEMZ HHEHE (Adams 28, 2009; Costas, van Leeuwen il Bordons, 2010).

FEX RS SCEE P, FATTER 1 55— Fp vl BB - 55 H A K 1 R A7 48 Lo, o B RLITE A 5L B 5T
FAHTBEHANTMETI . DGR ARG, FA1E B A 5 b E BT BRI 45 R 8 K
REAE TSR RN . SCRERGEHEHEAN T  F AT 5 187 2 |5 | 304087 i A 6
H SRR AR TR AT 5% s 3T RS2 50 TAS SCEUE R IR AR 5% I s i iR s RIS AT LA h
R BT GR RIS SR B, AT WA B 5 | I R (B 2R, O 38 T R 38 2 ok £ g AR IR R AR
MU ERES. FEXERE, RAITX 50 0985 R #4722 8%, the xR g R )=
FRYESHCH R E L.

SR E R AR
“AELIR IR AR "X — MR ) IR AE 2R T B S K R & 5] X 7 AR 3 3F 58 Hh (Op-
sahl, Colizza, Panzarasa il Ramasco,2008) ,J~ X _F#.8¢ F THi A F R BIFA 5t Rt BE2Z [\
FAHGIHB MG (Colizza 5, 2008) . FEA S, WATE R F P E R 510 3CH 5 A9 “4H K
B, I HSEERBAGERE BN “HARES"EAFEENEZR . AEANEZ
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> AT B — F X B 518 m 59 A 2R3 .

EINE R

BN B — AN R 45 5 | SR BB 8 AR 2 W2 AIF 52 1) S it B B ™ A e 100 S W i B
A% BB 2 ARE W (Garfield, 1979; Redner, 1998), ARG XL 85 —1EE 5]
i B 2 a9% 5T (Noyons , Moed Fil Luwel, 1999 ; Moed, 2002)——4E 7 43 #7 3 B Br 2= AR 22w F1 58
ME., X—SEITREREET Zitie, —EEEANESIIIRBEZ W T XEN S
gE L e B I T R B B 51 . Van Raan(1998) BT 3R & A 1E16 3¢, 15 512 H br
SYERME S BB BB B . Hall, Jaffe 1 Trajtenberg (2001 (BFSEHE— 46 0, 1 T3¢
A B 1 S VE AR S IR B R . BT R R CERM E S LI K.

WAH S EFF AR WM. G Glanzel \Meyer A RFERW)Z E L8R CREA BB K
B, A LE G 8 3] (Pichappan #1 Sarasvady, 2002;Glanzel #1 Meyer, 2003 ;Glinzel 1
Thijs, 2004a) . Bonzi Fl Snyder(1991) (i — 3 [n] 4 i & .75 , FHOF A R 511 B 28 3CEiAth
NEXHBIIAFEELEEZE R, Persson, Glinzel fl Danell (2004)iA %, &/EiE3CH 8 5l
3RS R . FET 1991 4£F 1999 4 8 51 B M 401, TR 8|, AL EH
5|0 4 X 5 B 3 R B /N T g | R o5 BT T R B B R X A A R B R R HERR R T
F&. Rehn Fll Kronman (2008) f BTk, XA FREFT RER A A% H B & FERF I XN RE
WREREGIIH. ZAEXEPLEH# - LHEMNEEEZENB SIS TEER VKT Gedik
(2012) 255 LA B IR F 8 510 AS TR W a2 8t 220 FH 5 33 o ok T 2 1R s o8 0 AL A
EEH G ATIES AR, WRESI SO haEIE B 51, ) BB 2w il R R s ) 2
SR B 51, FiRE S RA .

BRI S, B Br PRI E FAR T T AR SR T 3808 7 B 52 AR AT AR 2. A 31451 S0 1 BF 5%
BAERA T AR S TR BB, W0 Yitzhaki 852238 BT T 898 4 35 45
Wik E —1E= Bk 28 89 5 5] R i (Bookstein F1 Yitzhaki, 1999; Egghe, Rousseau f
Yitzhaki, 1999). Ren Fl Rousseau (2002) 5 £ 3L [H B4R BWT S BT ISR 18 A4y
S SERh ESH T, ZBG 2 b EB A EE] Scmtk B T HA P EET). 25, Egghe
Al Rousseau(2004) J FRFEHLiG FIANAL I AR 2Z ML 28, 18 11 1 1 5 1) 45 i 47 RO A ST HE 22
B E A B RRE B2 LR AR . D530 “BARESN 7 £ KRB B A AW,
LA H A E R 2 W2 A SRS AR 2) HAESESINENEBEESEEERER?

= MRFAE

B

TATVE & A ANE H 5357078, LAUK RGeSO ), REPEE“BEER7E
BG83, 22kt A [ B A5 40 25 40 B . © 22 BF LAk B 900K B} 4, 2 B R P B 7 i
RGBT R W E R LSRR EIE R, MREEER” B AR ARSI CE
SRR B 5IEF WS IR IR A AE Y K B (Lotka, 1926; Allison #1 Stewart, 1974 ; Phe-
lan,1999;Kostoff, 2012),

RAVWEIRE A PH AR, —Hoar2 “EER W SCREICHD 5 —H i WEFRASIH
XU E B R SR (5] 3CHRD o FRATIEE T 3¢ B4R A PR T4 B K 23R 49 K BB Sk

@R SRR, A2 SCHE AR 38 8 4% 4 BC SCFE TR A SR A B3 BE:: whole counting
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fE #i.Philip Shapira,Jan Youtie: PERARRNSIAEKIESEE RFBHUM"?

B R U 5 | Sk, O B BRI (RIE 2B B R R T M4 R 15S
% Porter % (2008) Fll Youtie & (2008) WBFFY . FATIEEE T B A0 36 B X 4~ B RIS SCRIE IR
1 B 5R 5 43 BRI T 22 T H 2000 4F,2004 4R F) 2008 4E5| HEA BT 20 IgKE3C, Bit 120 55
“ERHF TR B 20X3X2 = 1205 .9

B 51 SCHR = B ] SRR IR T LU R 25 8- 2000 SERMIF R 3R R B B B R 40K BHE R
Rt Az Lz RRE., ETAONESMART BR8P EGRBHR SO R
KB, RE—REANARRT 2RAKBHLRCRRERE KA. RATE T
2008 4F 141 A% S FE IR 44 K SR IR 1Y) B TR AR X PR R R BB SCEE & DA WEAR H R R] W
5 RIS | SCHER B 582 SCRREE (Rt 62 338 400 F 2011 4F 9 H F &k, I 5120
EBME NG CEAAT T MU . O 5] 30 A 1R BUR T 40k B A IR AR 55 38 3C .
HMER hEEE T XEFHAELREEEARM T AR B AEES  EENIFAR S HE
A5 B 1 4R

Xt F e 5| SCERBOHE B AR 3 3R AT Bl N R OR BLEE T LA =20 E  RAIRF T i
CERIR SRR R A . HAMZEA SR (& U B 2 E S B ES) N EEE
ST Z N . BATE e M VantagePoint R4 #AT 250 B8 E B AR L EAE . B 8 )
AL EERNSEE A TREICA (Tang #1 Walsh,2010),©

M. &R

E Ak

B BUEERIA 120 MEHEIRCHHEX AR, X—RAEBERZ T TE, H
FREMNRE X XEILHMEST HE W XEES S 5] (Hu, Carley fl Tang, 2012;
Liang, Rousseau ] Zhong, 2013), B4R WS HIEEAFHREM 22—t 2 &=k
WIEH NG ERL HRER AR EAREENEEES X ~FL LA FIL.

HUEGEEFEATERPLIHAR R CERRTREEEEMEM. EHEHS KRR
2160 MAKBHR X A 24 R X RSHA%EEGFEMR, Kb BRELFE NG
fEERBEE. SZHREHIHRHE, A - MERTHEIHRBEARRCPAERE THE
MEER .

F 1B THEMESERM . 5 Aksnes(2003) BB 5T 45 A IFE R, T A1 & PR = 805 | 99K 18
SGRE W REMEE ZABERAL, B EEWREREEMNE/E. ERIRCEHER R XH
F gk 6, EDy 5. BRETEEE L EERTEM R FBIMMERGEGE D.

®1 EEFMRIEBAERR . PEHvs £H FEAF =120
ERR (PN AR %
B/ME A i BAME | BR/ME A i B
FE 2 6.8 5 64 1 2.3 2 33
K 2 11 6 192 1 2.2 1 12

O7E X SCE i B AR T 00 o B RS 7 o R TR K B BE AT .

QYIREE P L ERI NS SRR IR AIBR . BWRXE PISIHEE “EBA"CE BAMTI 0 P1 HE
o [ A 51 B B B —R .

®@Vantage Point Z3CHR T B2 ME R ENXAIZE T HE; BELWAHN https://www.thevantagepoint.com,
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Rl EEZMAIEHSERRL - PEvsER
AEERLK Rt K
=/ME A i BRAME | ®ME A hi$ mRAME
HE 1 1.6 1 11 43 217.4 193.5 576
EJE| 1 1.3 1 5 90 614.4 193.5 2 362

E BB IR SCEA B P48 RGO AR 4T P E 35 E 4 BI7E 2000 45,2004 M1 2008 4F K R 1Y
BE 2011 4 9 A5 AR s Ryt 120 JCE,

120 M SCEMRB BT 416 R R 20 43D, 851 BN 43 32 362K %,
FIRRBEAZEELHRLWCHRYGZE T 2011 £ F 36.28) L L EE MBI, {0
(EABRICOLLEHPIEMHAF 1.65.CF 25 T H LTS X EH I RFIBELGE.
QRN 3R HL A ZE BT Y R A W R T O AT B L AT B

£2 EERWKIROTRETEINNHRTY:FE s £H AR B—120
i L BF 5 B T T £ et B
1 %H 1 £H
1 ¥, 2 UER % ER EHLFELE B
2 BB 2R %, 2 UER L 40 2 e A
3 L FF 2 BB 2R 14 8 T A EHLELE
" E Bk RHE SH AR A % P
5 R LR 1y 3 By B R — 9ok AR

BT RRM S ERERHORBEOE WS . £ 3 BR®9: D) EEE AT
B ETHTETE, OPESCOEKBRR. BME ST 5 RS TR,
B S| 3CEE 2004 ARy 5] B EC (AP 2004 — 2010 £ | {51 FD # A T H 2000 A 55 H A
0 (BD 2000—2010 FEAWFI D . DREEEBRCGIHMPE“EZH B CHBE AL,
TEHPT & 51 Hh SR L BIET A 2000 4R 1) 16 03 2004 4R 1% 17 % , FEF 2008 4F 14 22 %,
EHRBEHNES ., RIPDPREERENERHL RS SCR PR B R ME., X7
REEWAEREREENPKRFRERZ N NS HEE. OMLEERC HER AR
XESIHMILERETE LR, K3 Pin. £ AP EERYCEMMT CE A 52%
M EREERBAR, AMESRE X —BEH 36%.

R3 SIRAS%H :HEvs £E

Bk Hil# Bl SRR s E A CE s D

AR 1K J2iP /e AR xHE FHE E=H

2000 18 205 6 333 11 872 6333| 35% | 4140 23% |9771| 54%
| 2004 10 196 3498 6 698 3498 | 34% | 2789 | 27% | 5216 | 51%
H | 2008 8 465 3 407 5 058 3407 | 40% | 1671| 20% |4703| 55%

At 36 866 13 238 23 628 13 238| 36% | 8 600 | 23% |19 690| 53%

2000 4520 2136 2 384 743 | 16% | 2136 | 47% | 2102 | 47%
B | 2004 5 259 2 988 2271 902 | 17% | 2988 | 57% | 2014 | 38%
| 2008 3 266 1627 1 639 727 | 22% 1627 |50% | 1416 | 43%

it 13 045 6 751 6 294 2372 | 18% | 6751 | 52% |5532| 42%

OfFBRE  BAREEA T AP TISHERS (2011 D ; EL WA hetp: //wokinfo.com/products_tools/analytical/jer/ .

OBATHES | SCRREE FE P “B R B A MBI R 99% . 3 3 BRA B E T A RENARE L.

OBE=EHEMRAEEE EPENEMER. HAHRICRBZBH L whole counting RASMIERBRR . Ml
XM AR EREE, BLAE - EZENEE S ST,
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IR N - A E SCRR B SRR BRI AR IR T E %K= 15 78 ALY A0
B ANZERRAGRHAE. A1 HALEME T PRPNEENA NMIEZRZRK L
AR

TP B » o B SCHR S | R 2 1 (BR 2008 4EHLAE 2 0 Z 40 #R 32 X B K, R
HY A EE | SCRY AR RO B A B SR B SE BRI S BTk . G A i I BT A A £k TR G 2 R B
BT RE RS, RZYIA SR EFAT, B E TN FAEAS A U E 5% 1 #8512
FIHE C MBI R .

4 5
44

3
3. .

2 .

' : 2
1 _T i 1 i T H
0 ] 3 0l = -
2000 2004 2008 4E4p 2000 2004 2008 £E4y 2000 2004 2008 4E4)
Ml

B1 E3RFNAEMELZE (0=%E,1=HF)

[ )3 5t

HiR gt RW, hEYKBEARENE A ER=A2E LR X
TR HE R A I Y FRATT 48 i A T B R R ST AR B AEAR B AR AR ) B, X
g H R AR .

TATH AR AR E R
HO:H ENRESCRY “E 5 MEARFAN R E R R .

BRI
H1. 9 W ESE SO “HSMERIMN” AFERITEREL ENESR.

HHER.Y, = X, te,
H Yy, REBERKRIHN, X BEMY, WHEFHEAME, e, 2IRET. ¥4 ZERD
) A B2 FII BE

T4 TEHR

BT KRB 0
CLUB_PERSON FEEF G -EENERERD WAL ST ATIHLE
1EL SR TR CLUB_INST AL CEW NS A SRS AW E
CLUB_CTRY FEMRRL B S RES HALE
BT CEN | HCP_CTRY TMREDHF - EHERATE, FRH O
REMBASE  |US_CNCOL LInRAEERBEPEMER, FWH 0
®B=EH#xAKE |OTHCOLLAB 1TMRELF-IE=EHEESE,. GNH O
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R4 TEMR

B 5 o
AUTHORS BSHEEEREEERE
| AFFILIATIONS G YERMIE LA B (CSCE 1R & T A JB B A 7] B DL B
COUNTRIES SHEEFRB(EEEEFNBHAFRERER
B4R, SUBJECT F1—F5. ZWNERG
REFEMN PUB_YEAR K FAE MY BUE = 2000, 2004, 5F 2008
k=

HAER. AT = A4 GO, 5 000 72 002 18D W 2 385 1 B “AEL AR 370 . X
TR a3 RATT B LT 5

o EEMBELILIATIINNLEGENES RRT EZ/ES, NE - EERERIEE;

o FINLMICERMMNAESIMESHALTI HMILE;

o AEWNHGIHSMATI HILE,

=AW BB 0B 1 Z . BT RBTE A A 4 B SR H A (Galvez Hil
Moya-Anegon, 2007 ; Onodera 4 ,2011) , ZEBF R MRJZ R B 5| “B IR IBON 7B, AT R
ST EEAEE RN .

HAE, RIWEBREEE“BEEYXENEG. AXHHEREEMEN 1, MRE
BR "L EWABL—LZHEEE TN RO,

EHEE

SRR . BEIMR M S A HER/ I/ A IO G I 22 ERERNE
Ao I Glanzel Fl Thijs (2004b) & B, & 1 & $ &4 B 519 R W9 HLE XL 5] B
Costas F Q2010 K I, AR T OHBESMAB I BIFEML. EERAFRE R, AT
FLF ZAA8 gk W B SRS - & ERMI DL B CCREAEE Bt B WA R AL EcED &
EEE B (G EEHE) A ERZRB(GIEEE T MNBR AR EREE .

HIRBE1E. R REAMEENFES, TEEBERRHE/ERS LA BE
. MRS R, B EERIE T X EES b E R TR BT 5] R BOE M %
(Tang Fll Shapira, 2011b;2012) . ¥l [ Pr & 1 2K 52, AT I) 948 2 o i A 3
AL US_CNCOL (W RA1F) M OTHCOLLABCGE =R &1F).

WEEE @B, 513050 A RRAEFE A R A 58 G 2= AR K (Snyder # Bonzi, 1998) . ZEA
AR 4N Porter 45 1) 22 M 24 FHE Bl 1 (Porter il Rafols, 2009 ; Porter 1 Youtie, 2009; Gar-
ner, Porter,Borrego, Tran #1 Teutonico,2013) , ¥ H 5 F 2 3417 B HE 5 SCHR S48 22 b ok 4%
A BT BT 5| SO . ST, 51 CHEARR S ¥ R EWMAAR . A Y R Y
P SHER AERESHEAR OHEZEAMEZ D ZITEIRZE S TR (DR SR 2R
RAEFRTCEZAAREELESTRD . TR E AR BRI R IR ENEHINE
[ )9 455 Y e D 4 1 A T AR ) 2

RRAEM . ARATHFIEFESZ B KA B Z BT, 38 5 # 2 e Bl A B 5T 1 B Sk 2 25 U0 A9 [ BA
5| H (Gupta, Campanha Fl Pesce,2005) , % & 23X — R 415 | /) 1) 4 B2 25007 , AT ) #E vl 15
BRI T WA R FHREG BRI &, SEESEE 2000 4, R FAH S 98 5
MR L L EILL WL (S35 ML 6). AFFILIATIONS F1 COUNTRIES FjA~25
B AR EE TN AR RBA S, B DA A IR A 2 13 .
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®5 MBSt

A ) ¥y {8 ik B/ME B8R
CLUB_PERSON 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.35
B 55 R AR N CLUB_INST 0.11 0.09 0.01 0.49
CLUB_CTRY 0.46 0.17 0.10 0.98
FEERLIWRSCET HCP_CTRY 0.50 0.50 0 1
Ak US_CNCOL 0.11 0.31 0 1
F=EHEE OTHCOLLAB 0.21 0.41 0 1
AUTHORS 8.93 19.59 2 192
& 1E¥ AFFILIATIONS 2.25 3.30 1 33
COUNTRIES 1.47 1.14 1 11
R6 XBLEMR
TR R 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1. CLUB_PERSON 1.00
2. CLUB_INST 0.58 1.00
3. CLUB_CTRY 0.34 0.31 1.00
4. HCP_CTRY 0,24 0.50 0.46 1.00
5.US_CNCOL 0.10 0.19 | —0.20 | 0.35 1.00
6. OTHCOLLAB 0.16 0.30 | —0.11 | 0.06 0.02 1.00
7. AUTHORS —0.13 | 0.06 0.04 | —0.11 | 0.03 0.29 1.00
8. AFFILIATIONS | —0.07 | 0.39 | —0.16 | 0.02 0.28 0.43 0.49 1.00
9. COUNTRIES 0.03 0.40 | —0.25 | 0.13 0.45 0.62 0.36 0.88 1.00
EPEEES

SHEERERNHEZEYEBRN LEERR (GLM) 53 . BRI =ZAEGREEN
I3 AE Rk B, 2ol FJ Papke F1 Wooldridge (1996) $2 {4 18 LOGIT 23z ¥ a7 . &A1 1
STATA 12 fR#EFTEBL, MK 7 i, “B5MERFBN "M E LK ZE R E(HCP_CTRY) B
. MAXFEREFRAT, PEP S CEEM TS HAR R ERSLE L 8 C HaF
TR, Btk b 248 8 HIH 4T MANOVA M ENHS R 5 GLM 258K (3 7
By . AT K p HI¥/NTF 0.0001, 4584w CLUB_PERSON,CLUB_INST Hl
CLUB_CTRY W F ZMREEN 14%,46% F1 42% . FA1HEA ME BT R %R B WE
4 E FRBHF & VEBCA 1R T R 5 Al BB 223 5 | R AR SR A8 0 Y S S5 MR RS

®7 HAKER
GLM MANOVA
CLUB_ CLUB_ CLUB_ CLUB_ CLUB_ | CLUB.
PERSON INST CTRY PERSON INST CTRY
0.473* 0.910*** 0.736%*** 0.022 0.0849*** 0.196***
HCP_CTRY HCP_CTRY
- (2.54) (5.04) (6.27) - (1.960) (5.480) (6.410)
—0.0288 ** —0.000 —0.001 0.001
AUTHORS (—2.59) AUTHORS (=118 | (=191 | (1.600)
0.0432*** —0.003 0.0155** 0.0214 *
AFFILIATIONS (5.07) AFFILIATIONS | o 7y (3.200) (2.240)
—0.304*** 0.003 —0.020 —0.126 ***
COUNTRIES (—3.69) COUNTRIES (0.230) (—1.3D) (—4.20)
0.524* 0.371 0.209 0.028 0.0489 * 0.064
OTHCOLLAB 2.1 (1.95) (0.98) OTHCOLLAB (1.780) (2.260) (1.490)
5 5 0.288 0.179 0.114 b 9 0.013 0.011 0.021
pub_year (147 (1.08) €0.95) pub_year (1.190 0.710) (0.690)
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HRT HALEERE
GLM MANOVA

CLUB_ | CLUB. | CLUB. CLUB_ | CLUB. | CLUB.
PERSON | INST CTRY PERSON | INST CTRY

pub_year3 0.225 0.239 0.269 % pub_years 0.010 0.018 0.032
- (0.93) (1.60) (2.08) - (0.850) (1.100) | (0.990)
Discp? 0.0395 0.0115 —0.0422 Discp? 0.002 —0.002 —0.002
(0.15) (0.05) (—0.26) 0.160) | (—0.11) | (—0.06)
Discp3 0.0794 —0.0487 —0.106 Discp3 0.004 —0.011 —0.022
(0.32) (—0.25) | (—0.8D 0.270) | (—0.58) | (—0.57)
R —0.310 0.231 —0.0853 . 0.015 0.024 —0.012
Discpd (=12 | @06 | (—0.5D) Discpd (—0.96) | (L0%0) | (—0.28)

Discps —0.577 —0.703* 0.0326 Discp5 —0.022 —0.058 0.021
(—1.29) | (—2.0D (0.08) (—0.80 | (—16D) | (0.300)
—3.296*** | —3.010%** —0.251* 0.0312* 0.0477 0,456 ***
_cons (—1447) | (—20.40) | (—2.2D oo (2.390) (2.640) | (12.790)

N 120 120 120 N 120 120 120

W RS NN ¢ statistics; GLM . |7 LR R, MANOVA . £ BB IH; * #aR »<<0.05, " FR
$<0.01, " Fmm p=<0.001,

HOTRME S
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SR B Tt — 20 i vh B R I8 SOk IR B MR R . angE SCR) ik, s E 5
HREM KA Z R R, FWUAEE 8 SO TR Y K B2 e ) U R
A BGRAE . W RS AT SR B RS AT AR T ORI R R. B/ %
FINH LTI 3O AT BB B O vh [ B 0 R A 2 3 K B PR R S AR R T S R R 4R T
HJE R

BATHOFTE NS | A A Z R, 1 B S5 IR ER B R E 57808, T
PN T EZEAREWRE EF RS TR R, WA RIS TR SRR U, T
RS 30 3 E R 2R BE A T RB 9 B A R SR AR ST AL A CE BVE A B C R AT 5]
M B EEwEI e XA HERG =2 E P RAEREER,

BHMEA LN REEMRE. B PEMBEITM KR IEES B B A, AR
WoS REI AT .mEm A FHPMLER S REKAIF S B ECPEEAF R, 2012, X
—PEMr R E R P BRI R AE WoS KRB T | K& 3 & (Hvistendahl, 2013) , 3% &
FEE WSO EIR . MAFG N LR E & B REEAN LR, PEESARRR
) Z AT B AT B S R 2 L B O P A R B AR M E N AR W
MR RE . W P ERME R AR m, AR R R EE TR LR E
PRV, AT FECPE B SRR F 7R W 2. Wang(1992) Hil Tang (2007) i) B
FEAR 0 BB IULA 4R W B PR A AL, — SR A 5T N 5L B 1 A S A E R PR M B R O
] . JG5E, DBk 2 1 b B RMIT A 5 7E B 5 A T S A fRL R e, At ] =2 TR R N AR B S T Y
MR B RS, FRATAY B AR R 7R 2 W2 R XT AR AR E T ROV W R TE g it 2R B L |
A B3, (A BE R B TEAS 0 49 24 P BCEL (ORI 9T SRUBRA G 1Y O 86 U AT AR & B0 3% 8% W 1Y
fEH .

R, P ERE ARSI TR ER I TR R F 2. mE“HR AN
RIS ERT S SOl KGR Y K Mg B E s . RAOTWEIE S B, b E
B S AAREART W EREEH b, R EZ2E G RESHG 5 MR, 3¢ E1 255 56 o = 49K
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BARPFFRW S| HEBER A, Kostoff (2012)M—RHFREW,FE “BEER” FRY
REHHESEOEESIHENREEK, 152, BT TEAERRKRA S BE RN
Gl PECEEHE PN ENIFERER TSI IS 285k, AXMEX B,
WFFT it — 2 N IE X HF T Kostoff(2012) B8 & .

B Y Rk & B bR 2F AR 57, S0 5| FI R % AR #E AR R 2% R 32 44 1l AR 0 3
B35 (Jaffe, Trajtenberg #1 Henderson, 1993; Cronin #lI Overfelt, 1994; Chen #1 Hicks,
2004) . WATHIBFSE R Y], v B v B 51 o S8 R BE 9 A AR 51 T CBI % 36 1 [R) 28 B K H 1) 1
SIHE B AN e R ED FTRE SR T 78> ABF R R R 42 1 AH R BB 2 [H) 27
ARAZZFAFIR G B E R EE A,

ERESREHFRAE

PARNEMRFEEE L AR ZAE . 55 1EE 4 W B R 35 18 SO K51
SCHR T R 1 AR PR HE AR AR AT SR 0 5 FE AR, AL TR i BB .
B A AR IR SRR R BU/NESIR S TR RS RE AN SR, SEMFR
Y RGESIFEARNE, GARMNMBHBNFEARY Kb BEZ W R T 5 R & =R .
FWR S AT B FTBEA & T2 B TR AN B H] 48 B X “AH SR BN 7 B B E W . TE R R A
FTHLEEHEARBRNE M. BEEENERENE TR EEENER. B . A
Xif o 25 5| SCR AR FRAL 7 I BB R AR L E TR AT b, Ui R S A — R
BT AR THE— SR h AR A G NI HE 2R E . W WARE
FEHENPIER 4 K X H 25 8K e B x4 5] &892 wmd & EA#— 2 Wi

BREW

P /R A48 FEBARE BL T, BRI A 7 B R AN 3T e B TE FF 8 P & #E4T (Pop-
per,1963) , {E ] BE R 2R X R k2P B 82 0 T4 J2 A i A A (Kuhn, 1970) . JC£E, A#51H
A FRZFRP AT TR . BEYBIBCR A SR L & R SPOET T, #NX
B AATHNTT . i B 51 (G SRR AF S D X o) 3745 88 & A iR R A 2 Ah i A
PR B R Bk (Costas %,2010) . ZETFHFH2E R K B BILE 2 H R BRI
FEE wa Jy i, AT L B AR TEAG N ER S| B K R 1w (B 15 8 2% . 3301 Tn) B AE BE & BT % 4
iR TE B BrRb T ST b L E RS T AR SR R

m [ B RO SRR 7R B B & R B IRAR S A BE B M S BB R 3R BOR AR S A K
R IESE SR 2 IRIEE N T Z R E.,  E R R W P2 R, B TR 1 W
HHESRBEGK REAMNAEEE . PERXZANESBEEEN A2 ARE L2
i) B R R 7 A R AE R B Fy 7 B — O 5| IR BOR TP AL B T B e ) B B E 2R 8 )
Zifit. MRERESIH, B E 5, 52495 91 8918 30 3K 3 (Hvistendahl, 2013)
FMR IR T ZRMRE, KSEIFRAIREFEZ W51 1K) B[R] 4 B F0E B8 450 K B &
BIFHM AR A WX 4 % F (King, 2004; Taylor, Perakakis fl Trachana, 2008;
Cardillo%:, 2013).,

BATHPF N B R AR R, A T ARG SORTE R B M — iR . AT, Bk
TRER GRS HRR N E RISt EZ L. 4T, B e & IF
(NEREE.PWH AR HES IE A 28Ok @B A SR A RE T A bR
(Lawrence, 2003;2007) . FRATTAIBE I 45 5 WF 0T X 5 — A9 LA = A48 5 Ok TTAG BF 52 9 8 i [
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Is There a Clubbing Effect Underlying
Chinese Research Citation Increases?

Tang Li', Philip Shapira®®, Jan Youtie?*
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Shanghai 200433, China ;2. School of Public Policy ,Georgia Institute of Technology ,
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Abstract: There is increasing evidence that citations to Chinese research publications
are rising sharply. A series of reasons have been highlighted in previous studies. This re-
search explores another possibility— whether there is a “clubbing” effect in China’s surge
in research citations, in which a higher rate of internal citing takes place among influential
Chinese researchers. Focusing on the most highly cited research articles in nanotechnolo-
gy, we find that a larger proportion of Chinese nanotechnology research citations are local-
ized within individual, institutional, and national networks within China. Both descriptive
and statistical tests suggest that highly cited Chinese papers are more likely than similar
U.S. papers to receive internal and localized citations. Tentative explanations and policy
implications are discussed.

Key words: research assessment; science and technology policy; clubbing effect; cita-
tion analysis
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