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Comparison and Empirical Research between the Algorithms of Eigenfactor and SJR Indicator
Zhuang Jilin

Abstract: Given certain conditions, the transformation from SJR algorithm to Eigenfactor algorithm is
realized. The mutual citation matrix of Library and information science journals in CSSCI in 2007 is selected
to calculate the citation frequency, EF, SJR, IF, Al and SJRQ respectively, and the correlation analysis is
divided into two categories. The results show that, under certain conditions, the SJR algorithm can be
transformed into Eigenfactor algorithm, and there is a significant correlation between the indicator of EF
and SJR, and they can be used as reference, supplement, and even replacement of the indicator of the cita-
tion frequency and IF.

Keywords: Eigenfactor; Article Influence Score; SJR; SJRQ; Impact Factor; Journal Assessment; Ci-
tation Analysis
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Thoughts on the Application of Electronic Resource Management System
Taking Xiamen University Libraries as an Example

Chen Juan Xiao Dehong

Abstract: Electronic resource management (ERM) is a challenging task of libraries. The implementa-
tion and application of an Electronic resource Management Systems (ERMS) that meets requirements of li-
braries will improve ERM efficiencies. ERMS development is relatively slow in China as both Integrated Li-
brary System (ILS) vendors and digital content providers in China haven’t released ERMS products based
on digital resource lifecycles. While the high costs of subscription and maintenance of imported ERMS
products cause difficulties and problems. This article introduces the functions and features of ERMS devel-
oped by Xiamen University Libraries (XMUL), and aims to offer references for academic libraries, 1LS
vendors, as well as digital content providers in China. It provides a briel introduction of the functions and
development of ERMS in China and at abroad before illustrates function modules, implementation and ap-
plication situations of ERMS. ERMS developed by XMUL fundamentally changes previous way of digital resource
management in Xiamen University to a way of streamlined, standardized, electronic, automatic and systematic. As
next generation library service platforms development is emerging and needs time to become mature, it is meaning-
ful to have standalone ERMS before it is replaced by new generation systems in China.

Keywords: Electronic Resource Management; Electronic Resources Management Systems; Digital Re-
sources; Xiamen University Libraries
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