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24 ”
Promoting the Integration of Online Video and Reading Services

Mao Yihong

Abstract: Media form is an important external factor affecting reading behavior. Online video has in-
creasingly become a dominant media on the Internet, which is reshaping our reading behavior and reading
service. Libraries and other reading service institutions should face up to the coming of the era of network
video and grasp the trend of the integration of network video, reading and reading services. Network video
brings not only new channels or new tools, but also a comprehensive reshaping of reading materials, read-
ing behaviors and reading services. Its positive performance is to give full play to the advantages of network
video to provide independent video reading services, or to carry out multi-media reading services in combi-
nation with audio and graphic reading services. At present, we need to actively promote the integration of
online video and reading service, clarify the development direction, actively explore the application of online
video in reading service, strive to establish or optimize the video reading service system, and constantly
forge the ability of video reading service.

Keywords: Network Video; Short Video; Live; Reading Promotion; Reading Service; Smart Library
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A Comparative Study of Emerging Science Citation Index Databases

Li Jie Meng Ye Jin Jiali Yao Xiangyu Huang Chen

Abstract: With the development of web crawler technology, artificial intelligence-based text semantic
analysis technology, and newer research paradigms, more emerging scientific citation index databases have
come out. These databases provide a new experience for researchers to search and filter academic literature
resources and create more scientific research evaluation options. Seven science citation index databases-Mi-
crosoft Academic, Dimensions, Semantic Scholar, Lens, Scinapse, Scilit, and Scite— were chosen to con-
duct comparative research and case analysis. This paper evaluated and explored collection coverage, indica-
tors, artificial intelligence technology, visualization analysis, plug-ins, and export features of each
database. These functions allow librarians to have more references and choices when doing scientific
research evaluation. Based on investigations and case studies, it can be concluded that Microsoft Academic
and Dimensions are the best choices for evaluating institutions and scholars when taking an enormous a-
mount of papers coverage and optimal accuracy into account.

Keywords: Science Citation Index; Citation Analysis; Semantic Citation; Academic Influence Evaluation
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