ZAMM #E TBCE 0|28 XXISA|I0IE
HESI3 8

Author Co-citation Network Analysis Using Triangle

Betweenness Centrality Measure

olzj2, H7ichztn {memexiee@kgu.ac.kr}
Lee, Jae-Yun, Kyonggi University

AAEAIQE 27 dig B4 =32 HZojs/i5 A4 (triangle betweenness centrality; TBC) &
EE 9R8d u /1A A2E HEE AAstn FEI Foke AF Fx FA HEsRsth A
¢ Ao AFUENZ 24 2ok AMSHT e A S48 AEE Fudd FAAE d
olejo] HPHEE nA=HAt ZFE A&A olex, FFU(2002)d] AT S 1990d HH
20008742 1142 Journal of the American Society for Information Science®l U£8 F2 A=A
5099 FAIUE HEHLZE A& 44 Az & ALAA £43AH. dE3HA €4 =7 O
A zYolyt FHEAN 2 FTHAH FEE FIHAE AR g AY A dAS 9
Hol ot FAHA £40] 7HEdAct 53 FAuFHAY ARe 53 HAY XHo] AR

N Ay 3A4% A9 344E BT A48 £ e Aoz Jehd

1. &

A3 IEQZ BAM2 19609k 1970d 9
of AAX At stat absid e s Bopo] AFA
ol Eg AL Iy Eolrh. 19709
olF %, TAF, AAE Lok dFAE] 7
Astel A 71ME AASE g FA
g, ntAE, AdFE T e Bolo {8
24 sidoz AaldA = UHScott 2000).

AtEl EQA 24 7Y FolAd FAHE ¥
AL 19508t R H Az s olgtew 1970 ol
FTAA Az dig o2 AAHcE HYH
Sl oH(Freeman 1979).

ol AFE A dEGA BY oA A
85012 AEHA FU4 AEE AEFAY
& vEdae] 584 HEas] A Wt
g 2AsE Ag BHoz r AE Axe
B34 JtFEA7 FAE 7HE UEY AN d)
Me Adz HEEx] 237 gl 71&

FH4 A=T Fastel ARFNAE vEd
adAd FA4E 2457 A% Wl A A=
¢ AEE AAHAT AFS HES WA A
AEANE A2 HAEF e FAuAFA
4 A% 972 1 4948 BAa

2. 344 4=

2.1 A8 HEQa 43 F44 A

A3 JIEQA EMdAME 2HZ o8 wt
ZA 24 d4E =E(node, vertex, 244, &
4, 3d, BA4, ¥ s22 239 ¥ Adink,
edge, 94, 9d2XM, ¥, 714 o2 FHdHE =
ot

B3 =29 FAAL FAFHA Ao B
T A4 JAAHA AAAA Be AR Y
T 7 At 53 =29 AAF =g
AR 2 AHBRE A$e AY F4 4 ocal



358 H 123 =AY el =2Y

centrality), ¥4 4 WA =g FAE
AHEE e W9 T4 d(global centrality)
o) 2}l FHrh(Scott 2000).

3 xoo FAALS F4%e Fe2e A4
A FHG, SHEFAA, dFAdded A A
7} ol 4 3 o] tH(Freeman 1979).

A4 AT F A A (degree centrality; CpE @ X
e x=vb dAH Jde A =2
FA5Y Ay FAHE FH R

23 %4 A (closeness centrality; Cc® @% E
e F et 0 =57 duiyg FH 3
o2 sirte] lEAE EAH3E A9 FHA
HEojtk orlolAe Ad YA £2 X
A= FRAE £33

ol 7} 5 4] A (betweenness centrality; Cz2 95
#7)€ Freeman(1979)0] At HozA 3§
227 GE LEE Alole] HUAE Ao ¢
Aste HAEE FAHse A9 FAAH x|
t} Aold HAGANE AFSE x=YFE o
MNFAAdl EA Jetdroh

oA ARE FAE AR A A e EF
e @AM 942 §FE¢ FEl oA
WEQI@gmd HEHE Rold FAUE

Yeadas g 713 YEYIdME 429
ZE 7EAE EEHE2 A A HxE

iz H&38717F - L et al 2005). 4E
B AZAETAAL 59 AFeee WH
ogreol #AA J|Fo] Bxs olE siAs)
AsAE ST YYo= JHF MEHIE o
A HEYRZ WFIFAY 71F dEHIA o
28 e J=g Aol @k

7tE YENZE o YEHAIZ W3
T e ogd el EASATL(CIAE
2005; Newman 2004), 7t5X & 0 € 12 &
e FFdA o= BE AHI} FAHE
AL #HEg 4 glth. Newman(2004)2 7t5 Ul
EQIAE 715 ANEY o]F 42| Fxd o
F adxz Histe ¥4E AU o

gAo maw s1&Ee] ATe diFE dds
tE a2 xo] Aol s, A4 Az
= 2 oo Zeixe B9t %o o8
o] AAAEFAHAYS WHEH dF 2=
HEsd 54 =27 98 =29 d729 ¥
a9 7+EXE e 297 o o2 sy
JHT ool ofd wjlg Be JFEAE A
49 9A8 =277 284 "H2z Ay
o2 AQ FHAM) old HY FAHAHL wg
3= Aol ddh. gy EAMN g e
A AF gtol ohlE A5 #d BdE dF
az2 WA gedes FAE 99 2
2t Asd A so)Ms HEol e
Waolng olg gz df HEHIN ¥&
g gex 9F8 FHS AR A3t 3
2ol ¥ E = A (Bollen et al. 2005).

e

22 FAUER ARE AT TAHY A%

A9 FA4S A9 FHEE OdFE HFE
WEHDZ disiA 337 AN o o
e did 2§ AHE3E Aol o uiEF
3l Liu et al.2005)2 I A2 YEYI £4
£ 4314 PageRank ¥ 318 %(Page et al. 1999)
< A% AuthorRank ¢x21E& A
th o] W& BFggo] v WEHIGA Z
AR FLEE JdAAUYL d2 AR ¥y
AN7le Relmz FHAoErl node A
(prestige; Bonacichi 1972 Knoke & Burt 1983)&
ZA3te dFol,

7tE EYZAAY Y. A9 FAH &
FE 9% dgezm JE A g Fasty ol
AFNME v 7kA A2E FZE AL

O HAZAHFHAY : b0 ==d g8 H2F
o202 FIt AEE FHTHFA M (nearest
centrality; Ch22 @& E/NS2 AYdn 75
2 EfZAA AF F4H44E vede A
E F YR A7 g o HZHFHAEL
7t HEYZE HZHNE IaHZ(dAE



2005)2 WEg o} Wdk(indegree) HAAZEF
A4E AE3te AN 2o HIHFAHALLS
AT =g FH2H ooz FE wE Hd
AP w=ug dider BAsER vtE
HENIAA AFAZTTHANY oigtel &
slth

@ WFABA : O =7 ABA 2
J ¥FE A4FHA o x=7}h dE x=EH
AMHoZ Anh) 2HE YA A= &

Ate oz A9 FAAEE veEde AR
7t d £ ok ol HAFHAd (mean associa
tions; Cuo 2 @& ¥/NCZE WHsta 75
EAdAN ZHFAHEY A HxE2 Agd
thooel da A 09 3%, & gast
e == o] AUAA BE HLde IA
A Hzrzt d 9gel ok HE
Newman(2004)¢] #4X g 715 U EHZ

JYZE U F JAAAHZSHAEE 4
st AT A 2ok 23 oj9 fAE W
Ao 2 Callon et al.199)# Ding et al.(2001)
< FAEEGAARYAAN & W =27 #3F
el k=9 St Y39 FEXNE JFEY
=39 FAA4lE & vt Yok

@ HEEZ=FIARY : AHHA FAHq
A ZbEdle] fAdHeEE g w=g9e o
Y FE AAL ¥ x=x= JFAdRA
WA vebd £ Qloh o)A Aol dARA #
o #EBUE & 99 47 434
°of ¥3 e HEg ojgiN AY FAHANE
3% F Atk TLE ofE AAFAUE
E4E Agoz AUYF White & Griffith(1981)
E BEANASNTFPNN 2 MY BAUAEL
Tead W FBATE 24502 e
v A} olo} FHetsid tlE AAEI} Tz
Hd ABYE HEd HIFIZ=RAdABRA
(mean profile associations; Cwp2 @& E7)S A

THE FEZ AAST FHo] obd F
d9o &3 ==Y$E o el T2

°]

=
=

e Sl

2 o=
= ===

l/\

HC TBCE 0188 MXSAMYUZB UWERI 24 359

sl @y ol
zzHedRde &
HEj o] FAME S oA BATR 5t 71
v, 2o dHEY HRAMEE ZHTR R
Fotet e FEE=EAGR S & A
o AlY BAAS T o3 Aol 99%el
gl e o2 White & Griffith1981)¢t =37}
Az Jo|&GE8AFTE AHEstd P Z29Y
gl Z4st712 g

@ FzvjAsAA: f& =7 8 =EE
Aol g AEAAF A3 H=xE=
2Fzhof 7 % ’e]’“(mangle betweenness centrality;
Cm2 E7NE ALTL. X AHeo=
THY A4¥s 718 BY 99z @0 d#
4 B A &Y V] He ==F afiil

4 ag Xﬂﬂiﬂ ‘4% =259 2% Tl

vebd o]zl dFojrt

Ratrl g E =

A

#H4 e

= _0....__

L

o
53L&

&
A
2

‘sim (b,c) < MIN(sim(a,b),sim (a,c))

woF FAE} obd AgE ol 8T F 4ol
t gg 22 VRS kS 4o W &
A%,

dist (b,c) > MAX(dist(a,b),dist(a,c))

% a, b, c7t AAYe FEAHolgn 39 a
g 7€ B3E 9 b cE a7t old gE
=25 T4 HE B B bt A W@ F 7
F 7 "ol He A9 vgo) e

AR BAANNE MHMHE F AL Aol
F A 2 A A AR AdstE @A
7b RAE7] wtdoln. AZujlFE A8 L o<t
2ol AR B e BA A 7o}
v AR F TAHWRED == 259 S
ke Aotz & £ ok AA FA

QT ALY ARG 22 AsA Fogs

%7
R
A3



360 Ml 123} B2V RS 203 =28

g F AL Alo]E olojFe HEE ¥ ¥
9= Aol ol Granovetter(1973)7F F%4 3
W “okst dA9] F(strength of weak tie)"HE
#dol Yok AT 249 FFE
BAE P xzEYgE, F=7 dsidEx
Zye AAE /A xEddA FEE Az
g 4 ok

<18 1> EAlelg HEYAY o

A% dEdart <29 >3} & d
Eggher Burreli# 63|, Brookes$ 123 4

7)) 2L ALANIE $9e st
7bs sttt

fr
X
o

3. AREAAE dolH ¥4

3.1 AAEAQE dolg

o] FHY A& e 21 5EHE o
olr7] YA ARTALE 24E& HAIA
o, B4 dgideze ol&%, AYni2002)A
R0z Fue ol AAFANIL A2E &
£33t o] ABEE 1990EGRE 200003 74X
11'87Y Journal of the American Society for
Information Scienced| <14¥" ARE FolA
ARG AT £22 <F I>F e 44
50208 HAsY FAUE RNEE 4E Fo
o},

<HE 1> 2Mjd FESFOF YY MK}

dlgslgomz FAALWE 39 Bureld dW A A H a9 A x4
Brookes Alolg& A&AAFE FAA dge 1 Daws M 26 Lancaster FW
N aha - “ Aol 2  Belkin NJ 27 Larson RR
g}, 9o Rousseau™™ Brookes9te FAIY 3 Blair DC 28 Losee RM
SHs s 730]A % Burrell#e] HAULNE 4 Bookstein A 29 Marchionini G
7 3 o] 5 Ao 2 33 Al QJ B 113 5 Borgman CL 30 Markey K
t2se Exs )_32]%] %_ﬂ arrellt 6 Brookes BC 31 Maron ME
Brookes At°lg& AEAAFA R ol Wl 7 Brooks TA 32 McCain KW
ARZ PAB YEAZ 84 Agd A= 8 Buckland MK 33 Meadow CT
S =] = L ; 9 Burrell QL 34 Narin F
ZAAL 2% A= 3
2 FHEE 4T AFE <R 1>-Ur_ 2. 10 Bush V % Price DD
AZtu A EAL L ded wEsd 23 ¥y 11 Chen H 36 Robertson SE
E AA dEYII) ofd dRELT AUF 12 Cooper WS 37 Rousseau R
: - _ 13 Croft WB 38 Salton G
E—u 3 2 = = }3l A5
7 A% dg g 53 4R 24 107_“ 14 Cronin B 39 Saracevic T
ek giadeg FANCEm0eE BV, & 15 Dervin B 40 Schamber L
A giAle] 28 ZHL YYZ A (CrpcE ¥ 16 Egghe L 4] Shannon CE
: 17 Fidel R . 42 Shaw WM
18 Fox EA 43 Small H
<E 1> 715 eI st SHH FH o 19 Garfield E 44  Sparck Jones K
_ 20 Harman D 45 Spink A
Ax % T P P e 21 Harter SP 46 Swanson DR
Ad)| Ao (2| 4 ES 22 Ingwersen P 47 van Rijsbergen CJ
Egghe | 3 [1.000{ 3 {1.000{12.0[ 0.354|Rousseau 23 Kantor PB 48 White HD
Rousseau| 1 10.333] 0 [0.000{9.0| 0.241| Egghe 24 Kling R 49  Wilson P
Brookes | 0 10.000] 1 10.33317.3] 0.104]| Egghe 25 Kuhlthau CC 50 Wong SKM
Burrell | 0 10.000] 0 [0.000{3.7]-0.397| Egghe * &3 o]&<, A r(2002)




/&I

3

g Aol AN ole%, BYnlo%
ol A77 e Fe BAASUEALe diz
Azt 9 BAolnh of AFANE TE AR
ste] AQIENES F#} AAgGE Fohel
Aagl WEe dF e oAy = A
s8N ER APagch oA @ olfE
Adse FAALUES he Axee gu
o 2E% w3ar) Aol

32 AAFEANALS T AAFx9 A3

ARFANE Aged diiA FHAHAE FF
&7l de] &4 F 7tA wge 2 HHHA A
HJrz2E F¥sAT v

R WA ¥YL White & Griffith(1981)2] A
T3 HAo 2 dAdIEYPH FHEY
o] 2olg RFFZolH(<aY 2>). AREAY
SHE o A Mqazke gy g
ATE 73 g ofF dHstd MDS AxE
Ed3n 2 9o Ward 71922 4% 671

& HE TBCE 0IEB# HISAUZ UEHAI 24 361

e FAsA £4 AHgEs SPSS v.120
ALt 8kt
Ha B8 & Schvaneveldt(1990)2] s}
ole] Y| E ¢ F(pathfinder network) &3 a8 =
PENeto]tH(< 21 3>). PFNetdl&
Ag AAsE Agxe] e ey
d, 9714 o0& d7¢ nAstA R
g 2 Agxde] o ¥4 2E5E
ofatzdl AT Ao U2 g=n-1, r=0 =
A7 3F9 thChen 2005). PFNet 34 & #g =
23%& Visual FoxPro2 A3 FdIAR,
A E fsiM MEHAZ M8 3 AZE
el Pajek(de Nooy et al. 2005)& AH8-3H
o}

@
o
=2

o) 2
=0
=33

2
7 3

N

33 344 4

4749 PFNeto] disix dF52A FH4 F
E A HAE HEsA, 4 A5 ARFA
AE AES 2= FidA AT THA

. o
® wong ™~
15 —— B AaE e /> Bookstein ~
~ Egohe ™~ | elLosee AN
AN \Stew o QEmRegen
| Buwel \ Kantor *Fox ‘gé?‘;? \
! \_ Rousseau Shannon ‘ahon \
. @ Brookes/ . \ ® ‘Harrnan\
~ Plygy ey \Coopa Robertson
0.5 N elason
AN Blair ® i
N i
e N (Bl #ETARUHOIY ¥ AN
o < «@Gafield) olgua . Chen /
Nein e [aAxy gLy o ~om
olgA A7 = BN
o e ~~ {_ancaster N\
-0.5 s ™~ et oy &‘g‘:‘"‘*\ spink  \
Small 1 olagy > .~ Swanson T samcevic @2
o« N\ o 7 ates
Vs Herter o e
\ Cronin  White j 7 Schamber /%:adow idel /
-1 \ Feking  MecEn o { Buckiand }/ owersen /
. it orgman
~ Br °°'§ e ~ ?iSh Mison’ K 24 agB @ Marctionin, e
Rpa P TR e e e e 2rvin
BluEed @ 52e g8 loquma
~2.5 -2 -1.8 -1 -0.5 [a} Q5 1 1.5
<3 2> MDS xEo 2HEMoZ BHE ML Hoio XY Tx



i
Ho
A

362 M 128 siRAPAED B

.B:ooka

e goto| AF Tx

1

<18 3> PFNetlg=n—-1, mx)22 #F#

<E 3> AHTH A% 109 ol MA H|E  (ms(] o2 WY MR o2& 2H WI(

~6))
& PFNet 544 7t HEHa(FAAE83) 344
9 Co Cc Cs Cn Crec Cr-10 Crs Cum Cwmp
1 {{2]Salton [2]Salton {2)Salton {2)Salton [3)Egghe {2)Salton [2)Salton [2)Salton [5)Saracevic
2 |{1]Bates f1]Betkin [5)Harter [1]Bates (6] Garfield {1]Bates [S}Saracevic [{1}Bates (1)Belkin
3 [[S]Harter (5]Swanson [1]Bates {5]Harter {2]Salton [5]Saracevic [5]Harter [5)Saracevic {1}Lancaster
4 |[5]Saracevic  J[5]Saracevic  |[5]Saracevic  [[5]Saracevic  j[1]Bates [6]Garfield [1]Bates [1)Belkin {S]Harter
5 |{1]Belkin {5]Harter {4]Brooks [6]Garfield [2]vanRijsbergen {[3]Egghe [1]Belkin [S]Harter [5]Swanson
6 |[5]Swanson [1]Bates [5)Swanson  {{t]Belkin {1]Belkin [1]Belkin {1]Lancaster {[2jRobertson  {[I]Bates
7 |[6)Garfield [5]Witson [6]Garfield (3]Egghe [5}Saracevic (2jvanRijsbergen |[2}Cooper [2JvanRijsbergen {[2]Cooper
8 |[3]Egghe [2]Chen [1]Belkin [2]vanRijsbergen [[2]Robertson  j[2]Robertson  {{1]Borgman [{2]Cooper {2}Salton
9 {{S]Wilson (4]Brooks ([6]Price {!]Borgman {1]Borgman [1]Borgman {2]Robertson {[{1]Borgman [2]Robertson
10 {{2]JvanRijsbergen [[2]vanRijsbergen {{3)Egghe [4)Smali [4]Cronin {4]Small {2)Bookstein |[1]Lancaster [2]Blair

* Crpc & 67 THER YAoAZALE 239 494 .
#* Croo & 2 AASIG SAALUETL 28 104 AW 20 daA JA4R394e 53¢ ¢4

AEE HgAYn AW VAN F =¥z A de

249 109744 st Axd 4HEd ANH BHAM G2 AREdd Ags
<E 3> 7 A ZHFAHLCOH HIEZEAYIT
FAA BHY FHAAEYD AZBAZFHAACH Cw)d P9 G2A Jelyd 23544

9 ¢l Saltone] HTEZZHLAFIAHL 84 e,

# HIHITHECNE & 9 A

K

4 FA9e
WIHDE 297 49744 GHHUA vge AFEZZAAASA 199 Saraceviedl 2HF



S4M HG TBCE 0188 HXSALE UENAD 24 363

Ade 49997 <2y 3>9  PFNetol A
Salton®] oJ€} 483 AP Axaged of
3 4AL SHE Ak AN 192
gt n #dgn. Saltond FFZ2aAddd
A« Adydez @A Jded olfe 7t
F YEHZZREH ol HYEYAA PFNet2
2 dgsas gaz A Raa A
Ad A4¥d AN A7AEH B £
FAES FAALNEAA nEr] oo
th <29 2>9 <a¥ 3>¢ B 6 &
g Saracevico] Saltondl H¥EA oz & F
AEokele]l A7t nE o2 AANG

AZuAFHAE 3 Hed daM &9
7t A3 d2A verko ARG A 49
)7 A3 A9 (Cm)olE Saltonoltt Bates
¢ #Z& & THA9 #HAY AA, gz
Saracevic®l Yt Harters} 22 4 #+39 9
Al A=A} 2 APt 7+ A Aeict
AT JiE F¥ 1099 AAR HAE AT
& B¢(Cma0de 2717 AL T3 6olv T
A 39 YAAAQA Garfield® Egghe’t 597
o2 AYdo. A HAE &

25
e &9

F2 & AQA, 7 FAdEZ 324
Ao} wetd AestE HEr gakxol

s ao,

Nl
2.
&

R
g

34 A WYd e HFuAFHdHe] ®
& 79

AauAEAd Aee A dHE ulg
Zo] 24 HWAE gy wEA FAHY
ANZtEd AAFA NS BT Bgd £ e
Hxojgh, gIFgd WHAdA 4 Ao FHA
& AHBy] A AduFAdA e
HAE AUEE VlEog 77t U9FH F A
Ao A 5E Ax A7 Wzt 2 dAe
the] HAZZE A3 AT AR olFE
F7] 948A 5099 &R FAAE =¥ JeEh
A Az AFA4e] B3 Y 73
dEseE A b W &3 AATE <aY
4> AAATE FAH FF 794 Het
gotd i {38 o 2o

@ Salton 8 (A9 2 AYG F4): B B
o} tidt Fgo] W FHad FAHoR

2%

o

%

1

% 2oz ARY F$Crno L N
ol Egghes}t Garfield7} 1, 29 ol IR e
g AANA e 2P #I@ Y e N
* .
ol Ag ¢ # Uk I o S b
AARA B AAATA 3

FALCH ey B e gt
}‘6’, %ﬁ?}.%/‘g, %ﬂziﬂ%ﬂ E -x: - Garfield y/-/' X, S ’ \\'\- -

s e lancastes|- - - - - - /oo L SO TN
#4 JEe 2 #RA 2R 1L, 3% Lancasier Ve oy S
24 2, 24 59 % AAET  Toap----o o Ve d Mg

= Xx.
109 ot} T welo), FA / s
Ml #ye HTPFNA, 24 /
W AAeASAY, 23 10x=s °2/ ) -
AAAFIe 74 FPd= 01| SRR R LR PP EEEED
AL & AR oldHL 109 < 0 e bty
of EaAI7 Ao] ko =} 0] 2 5 10 15 2 -3 ks} » © 5 4
o . A FHA it 2Y LSl 5 A 244 —
T FALE dEAINN HAY
AZE t4E 9 73 FA 9 <a% 4> 5% Yool w2 AUIHBAUNY sl e



364 M 123 BnFBALES =8 =2F

Wek olg AAHogs FY AL AA s
T F¥olct. diA & dd9 FH AR %
AY FHEE *"—?ﬂ gt} Bates® ©] #
Yol &3}

@ Garfield #3 (A9 %4) : 4 Fo9
A Gy AP FHor FAL A
Asted axE fdold Fe 999
A #<l Egghe, Price, Small $°] o)o] %3t}

@ Lancaster 38 (39 $4) : 3 Eokd
& 432-e oA g AAY HAT W
A AAAQ AdoiME F4Y S Bt =
# Fr¥oirt. CooperE o] F8o 71zuh

@ Wong 8 (A9 744) : E4 Eopz
A9 Zof A 9od AF F4 Az
o &Y o] Yt F¥Hold. HFFst ol
FHo HIEt

4. 48

e MENZRN HEE F I=EE 24"
F44 ATE AAFTAUE B4 HeHe
A7 A9, A4 FHPL M HJAY P
2o 7158dth 53 FAY e I¥YE
ZRste AAuAFE8E 24 Hes 29
A S3E 247, 4489 BF 74 @
2t o 7HA AR /EE #4¥8 F d}Ah
FE o] A Agd AxEY E4F Z
Axzte #AAE 94U Ag5E T HEN2
Az HAL7H5AE AT Agold

FAaE3

EFALE nad FAULEY o
Hasd ooz FAAAA

ol &%, FYn]. 2002.
T AnsE FF
T1, 3(2): 1-26.

oAl E. 2000, AF Tz NGRE 4P YEYa A
wio] FY A7 T128 @FYn By ey
3 =84, , TE4A.

Bollen, Johan, Herbert Van de Sompel, Joan A. Smith,
and Rick Luce. 2005. "Toward alternative metrics

of journal impact: A comparison of download and
citation  data”  Information  Processing &
Management, 41(6): 1419-1440.

Bonacich, P. 1972. “Factoring and weighting approaches
to status scores and clique identification.” Journal
of Mathematical Sociology, 2: 113-120.

Callon, M., J. P. Courtial, & F. Laville. 1991. “Co-word
analysis as a tool for describing the network of
interactions  between basic and technological
research: The case of polymer chemistry.”
Scientometrics, 22(1): 153-205.

Chen, C. 2005. “The centrality of pivotal points in the
evolution of scientific networks.” International
Conference on Intelligent User Interfaces (IUF
2005), pp. 9B-105.

de Nooy, W, A. Mrvar, and V. Batagelj. 2005.
Exploratory Social Network Analysis with Pajek.
Cambridge University Press.

Ding, Y, G. G. Chowdhury, and S. Foo. 200l
“Bibliometric cartography of information retrieval
research by using co-word analysis.” Information
Processing & Management, 37(6): 817-842.

Freeman, L. C. 1979. “Centrality in social networks
conceptual  clarification.” Social Networks, 1,
215-239.

Granovetter, Mark. 1973. “The strength of weak tie.”
American journal of Sociology, 78: 1360-1380.
Knoke, D., and R. S. Burt. 1983. "Prominence.” In R. S.
Burt and M. ). Minor (eds.), Applied Network
Analysis: A Methodological Introduction, SAGE

Publications, pp. 195-222..

Liy, X, J. Bollen, M. L. Nelson, and H. Van de Sompel.
2005. "Co-authorship networks in the digital library
research community.” Information Processing &
Management, 41(6): 1462-1480.

Newman, M. E. J. 2004. "Analysis of weighted
networks.” Physical Review E, 70, 056131,

Page, L., S. Brin, R. Motwani, and T. Winograd. 1998.
The Pagerank Citation Ranking: Bringing Order
to the Web. Technical report, Stanford University
Database Group. Available at
http://dbpubs.stanford.edu:8090/pub/1999-66.

Schvaneveldt, R. W. (ed). 1990. Pathfinder Associative
Networks: Studies in Knowledge Organization.
Norwood, NJ: Ablex.

Scott, J. P. 2000. Social Network Analysis: A Handbook.
London: SAGE Publications.

White, H. D, and B. C. Grffith. 1981. "Author
cocitation: a literature measure of intellectual
structure.” Journal of the American Society for

Information Science, 32: 163-171.



	JBGRAF_2005_y2005m08a-0350.tif
	JBGRAF_2005_y2005m08a-0351.tif
	JBGRAF_2005_y2005m08a-0352.tif
	JBGRAF_2005_y2005m08a-0353.tif
	JBGRAF_2005_y2005m08a-0354.tif
	JBGRAF_2005_y2005m08a-0355.tif
	JBGRAF_2005_y2005m08a-0356.tif
	JBGRAF_2005_y2005m08a-0357.tif

