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Case Study of Researcher Evaluation Base on h-index and Related Index

Deng Honggiao Dong Ying Liu Fengqgin Qin Jinhong Xie Libin

Abstract:Based on the research and comparison between h and g index firstly, the paper mainly focuses

on analysis of papers of Chinese and foreign scientific research personnel index changes throughout the

years, summarizes the regularity of them and discusses relevant advantages and disadvantages.

It also

makes analysis on the individual researchers focusing on the annual variation of h index trend.

Keywords: h-index; g-index; Time Evolution
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