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First Author Advantage: Citation Labeling in Research *
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ABSTRACT

Citations among research papers, and the networks they &varthe pri-
mary object of study in scientometrics. The act of makingaticin reflects
the citer's knowledge of the related literature, and of tteeknbeing cited.
We aim to gain insight into this process by studyicitation keys user-
chosen labels to identify a cited work. Our main observat®ithat the
first listed author is disproportionately represented ichdabels, implying
a strong mental bias towards the first author.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The notion of a citation — the formalized reference to a priork
—is at the heart of academic writing. No piece of work is caetel
without reference to related efforts, to set the new coatidin in
context. Consequently, the study of citations is a centralgonent
of understanding the relation between different artidledeed, the
primary basis by which the impact of a piece of work is assksse
is by counting the number of citations that it has receivedarge
number of metrics for determining the importance of a redear
which rely on tracing citations in one way or anothkfindex [€],
g-index [4], and many more.
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In this work, we take a look at the process of citation fromfa di
ferent perspective. We focus on the process of an authommgaki
citation, and ask what we can learn about this act. To gaima va
tage point on this process, we take advantage of the factrthay
researchers make use of computerized document prepasyten
tems. In particular, systems such as Bibtex and Endnotttfaei
the insertion of citations into documents. To refer to aipalar
work, the researcher must create a ‘key’ for it. We identifgge
citation keys as objects of interest. We argue that the reksess’
choice of citation key gives us an insight into how they théfout
the work that they are citing. Moreover, we claim that keyeef$
how they remember the work: if the key includes one name out of
several authors, we believe that this is the name that tleaurelser
most associates with the work.

Due to increasingly collaborative research, there are nisy
putes regarding the order of authdr$ [3], because the ofdau-o
thors reflect the credit for contribution and authorshiphaf paper.
Tejaet al.[11] showed several conventions of author ordering, such
as ranking authors by contribution levels and arranging gacup
by alphabetical order; ranking authors strictly by creditieh de-
clines with the position of authors; placing important authin the
first and last position. Our work unveils the hidden citatiays,
which to some extent reflect how the researcher making aaitat
thinks about the contribution of authors in a cited paper.

To study the act of citation, we analyze a large data sefTpKL
documents and their associated bibliographies. From thesex-
tract titles, years and names of authors in the cited woridnaea-
sure how they relate to citation keys. In total, we identifyeo
506K authors referenced in 225K citations within 12K papgve

There are a broad range of studies on citations. Besideg usin make a number of observations:

citations to measure the impact of a paper and the influenee of
author, researchers build graphs of citations [5], andystiuel struc-
ture, dynamics, and collaboration within and between avéte
fields. Leydesdorff and Amsterdamska [8] analyzed the raetiv
tion behind a citation based on surveys to authors, and eemi
whether the cited and citing authors are in a professionatioa,
whether the citation behavior is for social or for cognitpugrpose.

*Authors by alphabetical order
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e Most strikingly the first (listed) author of the paper is very
commonly included in the citation key. We argue that this
gives a strong advantage to first authors, since this craates
strong link between the first author and the paper. In par-
ticular, for areas which follow rules for author orderinggie
alphabetical order), it can give strong benefits to authdrs w
are often listed first.

e Other authors are not neglected: we show that subsequent
authors are often referenced in the citation key, but less fr
quently and less prominently. A common case is to list the
first author by name, and subsequent authors by initials.

e \We analyze the connection between citation keys and authors
given context as author ordering, time and individual habit
We show that citing authors are less likely to favor first auth
if cited authors are in alphabetical order. We also observe a
slightly declining ratio of using authors in citation keygeo
time. Only a small portion of individuals stick to one lalngji
pattern when making many citations in a paper.
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Citation Label

\bibitem{Sulton_1998}
R.~S. Sulton and A.~G. Barto.”

\newblock {\em Reinforcement learning: an introduction}.
\newblock MIT Press, Cambrigde MA, 1998+

Author Text

Year

Figure 1: Bib Meta Extraction
e We study other frequently occurring terms in citation keys,

and observe that these include a variety of concepts: key-

words indicative of the paper’s content; descriptions & th
type of the paper (article, thesis, book); and other meta-da
such as the year of publication.

Collectively, these give new insights into the nature otiin
keys, and perhaps into how researchers think about the tloeks
are citing.

2. APPROACH

We focus on citation keys infIgX source files, which reveal
the hidden citation keys. Our corpus consists of the 12,60XL
sources for all papers containing references from compaience
category in ‘arXiv.org’ up to April 2011. More details abotlite
dataset can be found in our prior wofk [2]. Unfortunatelyigr
source files do not contain structured ‘bib’ files but only dhaem-
piled unstructured ‘bbl’ files. References are either in pasate
“.bbl’ file or at the end of the “.tex’ file. We only consider pas
that have references.

Given unstructured bibliographies, we aim to extract mtakeys,
author names, title and year. It is a special case of the gener
Named Entity Recognition problern|[9]. However there is nisex
ing labeled data to use for sophisticated learning algmsthThere-
fore, we adopt an approach which is easy-to-implement ahniéees
high precision and recall.

We first introduce terminologies used through the paper. The
Referenceare a list of citations in a paper. Bib Entryis a citation
in the references. Kitation Keyis the user-defined key to label
the citation.Bib Metais a collection of meta information of a Bib
Entry, such as, the citation key, author names, title, ymaslishing
organization, and so orAuthor Textis the piece of text in &8ib
Entry about authors.Authorsis a list of authors identified from
Author Text Yearshows the publication year of the citation.

Our approach includes several steps. (1) Bib entry ideati6o:
identify bib entries in references; (2) Bib meta segmeatatseg-
ment the bib entry into pieces of meta info. (3) Author regtign:
find author names (first and last names) in author text.

2.1 Bib Entry Identification

In IATEX, references are declared byebibliography environ-
ment [1]. We first select the reference inside valid ‘thebifpla-
phy’ environment, then extract bib entries in the refereritieere
are multiple commands to include a citatiomibite the \bib-
itemstartand\bibitemendpair; and\BIBentry. We extract bib en-
tries based on the usage of above commands. In total, wetsdra
305,949bib entries, on average each paper d&26citations.

2.2 Bib Meta Segmentation

For each bib entry, we want to extract meta data of the corre-
sponding citation. Here we focus on the citation key, athand
year. Figuréll shows an example of bib entry and its bib me@a. W
describe steps to extract each piece of meta data in theviolio

Citation Key. Commands to include citations follow the format:
\{ command) [{ explicit key)}{ (citation key) }

\bibitem[Lif99]{lif99}

V.~Lifschitz.  (Evidence)

\newblock Answer set planning.

\newblock In {\em Proceedings of the 5th International

Conference on Logic

Programming and Nonmonotonic Reasoning},

\newblock Springer Lecture Notes in Computer Science 1730,

pages 373--374, 1999. (Year candidate)
(Year candidate)

Figure 2: Evidence based year extraction

The “explicit key” is the index printed to identify the citab.
The number of explicit keys can be none or more than one; if-omi
ted, the compiler automatically generates the citatiomxndThe
“citation key” is chosen, most of time, invented by autholtsis
not be printed in the final paper, and is the unique key to match
up the citation context in the paper and citation entry inrefer-
ence. We scanned the bib entry text to match the above pattern
and extracted®04,857citation keys, which account f819.6% of
bib entries.

Year. Some ATgX commands can be used to identify publication
year in the bib entry. For example, ‘bibinfo’,'byear’ andbear’.

If any of these commands exists, we use a regular expression t
extract the year. However, only a small portion of bib esttise
these commands. To identify the publication year in bibiestwe
search all four-digit terms which can be valid year candiga®he
challenge is that these candidates can be volume numbemger pa
number, and cause false positive. For example, in Figureth, b
“1730” and “1999” are candidates.

An evidence-based algorithm is used to improve the accuwhcy
year extraction. Observing that quite often citation kegatain
digits about the year, we compare digits in citation keys ded
tected four-digit year candidates. As to the example in i
the citation key is ‘lif99’ which matches the candidate ‘929We
focus on two-digit or four-digit sub-strings in citationys and
match them with year candidates and return the matched -candi
date. There are quite a few cases where the publication yesmei
year later or before the year marked in citation keys. We leand
such cases by allowing41 variation of the matching. If there is
no evidence in the citation label, and there is more than ee y
candidate, we will choose the first one. By our observatiearys
usually put before publishing organization, volume andepag

Author Text. There is some prior work on identifying author text in
a citation. Sarawagt al. [10] used hand-tuned regular expression
which exploit the pattern that single letter initials befar after a
word denoting last name. However, this method only handhes o
type of author names in citation. The authors did not proadg
results on the accuracy or coverage of the method. We savinthat
fact there are many different ordering of last name, first @amd
initials. Taking one broadly cited author for example, werfd
many distinct variations on the orderintD. E. Knuth.” , “Don-

ald E. Knuth”, “D. E. Knuth”, “Knuth, D", “D. Knuth” , “Knuth,
D.E.,“D. Knuth”, “Knuth, D.E", “D.E. Knuth”.

When the author name contains two words and one initial, i.e.
in the form of “Donald E. Knuth”, it increases the difficulty tle-
tect author text without missing words in authors or inchgpextra
words in title. The situation gets more complex if the bibrefias
more than one author, and each of them has a different ogdefin
first and last names, as often occurs.

We studied a large random sample of bib entries and chps¢
terns that can guarantee accurate extraction. Thesenstterom-
pany the ATEX commands ‘newblock’, ‘bibinfo’, ‘Name’, ‘bau-
thor’,'bibsc’, and so on. Patterns are matched in a fixed iz



Table 1: Word features, examples and intuition

Word Feature Example | Intuition
Words
starts_with_brace | {A}spect | usually in title.
ends_with_brace Theory}, | The end of title, when title is en
closed by braces.
has_internal_brace | {A}spect | Part of the word has braces.
ends_with_comma | Fischer, Punctuation: delimiter betweeh
last name and first name, or bg-
tween semantic blocks, e.g., ap-
thor text and title text
ends_with_period | Y. Singer. | Punctuation: the end of a semah-
tic block, or initials.
capital_period M. Initials
capital_period_dup | M.M., Initials including middle names.
M. M,
M.-M.
init_capital Improved | Either last name or the beginning
of the title.
four_digit_year 2006 Year
all_alpha analysis | Likely to be words in the middlg
of title.
all_digits 44 Volume number, page number ¢r
other numbers.
all_symbols Braces, double quotes, single
quote etc.
mixed_case ProSys, Self-defined system name, alg¢-
Cesa- rithm name, or author name.
Bianchi
all_upper ACM Special pronoun:  self-definefl
system or algorithm name.
all_lower logic Usually word in the middle of title
internal_symbol Finite- Hyphen connects two words in ti
time, tle or in few author names.
Cesa-
Bianchi
token_length 4 The number of characters in ja
word
summarized_pattern [1,22021]| The pattern of the word
token_word_id [1, 28590]]] Words removed symbols

cause some patterns have overlaps. Author text extractedttsrn
matching are used as the ground truth set. We then desigrnfeard
tures and adopt machine learning technique to extract ategkion

the remaining citations. We consider word features thatdistm-
guish author name and not-a-name words. Table 1 gives thé det
of features we used.

In Table[d, the summarized pattern of a word is used to coeer th
various usage of capital, non-capital and symbolic charactwe
summarize a word using the following heuristics. Interrymhbols
like hyphen are kept and unchanged.

[A-Z]
[Afa}+]

—A
— Aa

[a-Z]
[{0-9}+]

—a
—d

The token word is the word after removing symbols. The word
length is the length of the token word. We label each word in au
thor text extracted in ground truth set as instance in the MEA
class (with label 1). All words after the author text in a bii e
try are instances in the “NOT-A-NAME” class (with label 0).eW
generated},673,538instances with features, which ha942,789
“NAME”, and 3,699,852‘NOT-A-NAME” instances. Note that a
small number of names are also in “NOT-A-NAME" class because
some authors include editor names near title text.

We apply logistic regression on word features we selected. W
split the labeled set into 7:3 train and test sets. We usddeifo
cross validation and average results over 10 rounds. Wenobta

Table 2: The conditional probability of the ith author appear-
ing in the citation key, given the number of authors

Y=1 2 3 4 5
1] 0.62 - - - -
2] 051 ] 0.17 - - -
3| 0.48 | 0.09| 0.08 - -
4] 045 ] 0.04| 0.05| 0.04 -
5] 0.40 | 0.03 | 0.03 | 0.04| 0.02

0.9276 precision,0.9251 recall and0.926 F1-score. The result
shows that features we selected are informative. We usedined
classifier to detect author text in unlabeled citations. @ture
plan to improve performance is to model the sequential conne
tion between words, using graphic models like conditioaadiom
fields. Since we removed mosTiEX-specific commands from bib
entries (some curly brackets are kept), our approach canbals
applied to bib entries obtained from other sources e.g. @R
scans of papers or from the web.

2.3 Authors Recognition

The last step is to extract the list of author names from the de
tected author text. Authors are not presented in a unifomméao
among entries, and often vary even within the same entry. eSom
examples:

1. Example 1: Partee,B.H., A. ter Meulen, and R.E. Wall
2. Example 2: K. Sagonas and T. Swift and D.S. Warren.
3. Example 3: Fillmore, C.J., P. Kay, and M.C. O’Connor.

We use a combined heuristic and probabilistic method to-sepa

rate author names in author text. We assume that a name can be

partitioned into a first name and last name. First name canibe i
tials or a full first name. Middle names are always placed in be
tween, thus we focus on detecting the boundary between #te fir
name and last name groups. The probabilistic method is wsed t
identify whether a word is last name or first name, using wegs f
tures. There are cases that our method failed to find the pisb
and last names. Most of them are names with single word fa-org
nization, institute, or software, e.g. “Telelogic”,“SuriVe set the
first name to be empty and assign such words as last namealn tot
we identified506,634authors fron225,438entries.

3. FINDINGS
3.1 First Author Advantage

We match the citation key and last names of authors by diftere
similarity metrics to find the connection between the authast
names and citation key. Let string be the citation key, and,
an author’s last name. The functigifs,, s.) returnsl if matched,
and0 otherwise.

Exact matches. We consider exact substring matches first, i.e. a
function f so that ifs, is a substring 0., f(sa, sc) = 1. We find
that the first author’s last name has the most exact matcheshw
covers54.5% of all citation keys. As the number of authors in pa-
pers ranges from one to many, we study whether this high pcese
of the first author's name is affected by the number of authérs
hypothesis to test is that with more authors, the ratio ofcined
first author should decrease. We compute the conditionddapro
bility of citation keys matching authors in each positioiveg the
number of authors. We use random varialile= {1,2,3,...} to
represent the number of authors, aid= {1,2,3,...} represent



Table 3: Similarity Metrics f(sa, sc)

Id Metric Name Description
M1 | Exact Match substring(sa, sc)
. Ics(sa,sc)
M2 | Longest Sequence Ratio T
a
Lo SaNSc
M3 | n-Gram Jaccard Similarity S,US.
] (SaUS)T—(Sa\Se)™
M4 | n-Gram asymmetric Similarity (5aUS.)®
. . 2[SaNSc]
M5 | n-Gram Dice Coefficient 7‘3(1‘_’_'36'

the matched author position. The conditional probabiktyom-
puted as

. . PrlY =4, X =]
PI‘[Y—Z'X—]] - PF[XIJ] )
wherePr[X = j] is the probability ofj authors in the citation
paper, andPr[Y = ¢, X = j] is the probability that citation
key matches thé—th author in a paper with authors. Tablgl2
shows the result foX = 1,2,3,4,5. The row shows the value
of the number of authors(, and the column in the table shows
the matched author positidii. We can see that as the number of
authors increases, the ratio of matching first author lastende-
creases only slightly. The chance that authors in higheitipos
are mentioned in citation keys does not increase with thebeum
of authors.

The result shows that the first author is dramatically mdwelyi
to be included in the citation key than any subsequent autfar
a two author paper, it is three times more likely that the &rghor
will be identified in the key. For four or five author papers fhist
author is approximately ten times more likely to be identifiean
any one of the subsequent authors. Although the first asthoe's-
ence decreases with the number of authors, it remains h@h)4
This supports the notion of “first author advantage”: theaitleat
the first named author is much more strongly associated Wwéh t
work than subsequent authors. This seems to hold, at lefest@s
presence in citation key is concerned. We study this isstibe
in our subsequent experiments.

Approximate matches. In some cases, citation keys contain frag-
ments of last name of authors, rather than full names. Toghis
further, in addition to exact match, we use several otheilaiity
metrics to estimate whether the citation key matches witlauan
thor’s last name. Metrics we used are described in Table &en
table, S, is the set ofn-grams of the author string,, andS. for
citation key strings.. We make use of the length of the longest
common substringl¢s) between two strings, and use| notation
to denote the length of a string or the size of a (multi)set.
Forn-Gram based metrics, we seto bemin(3, |s.|, |sa|). We
set the threshold between matched and un-matchedd ter all
metrics. For the weighted-Gram asymmetric similarity metric,
the weight parametep is learned from manually labeled samples,

Table 4: The Performance of Similarity Metrics

Metric ID | precision | recall [ F1
M1 1 0.48 | 0.65
M2 0.99 0.41 | 0.58
M3 1 0.19 [ 0.32
M4 0.77 0.76 | 0.76
M5 1 0.32 [ 0.48

Algorithm 1 Matching Author Acronym

Input: list of last namedg,, citation labels..,
string of all last names 4
Output: True ifs. is the acronym of 4, false otherwise
function ISACRONYM((s¢, 4, L,wa, wa, ws))
T =len(L).
Let Abe(|sc| + 1) x (|sa] + 1) matrix of zeros.
for i=1—|s.| do
for j =1 — |sa|do
p < max(Ali — 1,7], A[4,7 — 1))
w=20
if lower(sc[i —1]) == lower(sa[j — 1]) then

wa, salj — 1]is Capital First letter
w =< wa, salj— 1]is Non Capital, First letter
ws, Otherwise
end if
end for
end for

s+ Allse|,|sal] > Score for the best match
return (s > 0.5 xwa xT)

end function

spectively, if the citation key is “LR”, we label the key asttizing
both authors’ last names.

Table[4 shows the performance of each metric on the labeled
data. The result shows that exact match performs wethb@tam
asymmetric similarity has the best performance. We thushese
n-Gram asymmetric similarity metric to estimate the matgHie-
tween citation keys and authors in each position, and it si&aw8%
citation keys matched the first auth@d% for the second author,
10% for the third author4% and 1.5% for the fourth and fifth
author respectively. Thus, even allowing approximate hreg@and
abbreviations, there is still strong evidence for a firshaonfaidvan-
tage — all positions increase their likelihood of matchioghpared
to seeking exact matches, but the first author is still muchemo
likely to be referenced in the citation key.

3.2 Author Acronyms

The above metrics measure whether the last name of the anithor
each position is used in the citation labels. However, thegeases
which these will miss, such as where the key uses the acrofiym o
last names of all authors as the citation key, e.g. “CMY”; sesl

as0.5. Each metric has some advantages and disadvantages. Fothe last name of the first author and initials of the rest, &Qpr-

example, Jaccard coefficient will lead to a false negatitiesifcita-
tion key is much longer than last name, i.e. when the citatsn
contains both author’s last name and title words.

modeMY”; or the first few characters of each author’s last @am
e.g. “CorMutYan”. Digits and other title words might also ae
tached to these patterns. To detect the presence of suahyatro

To have a clear understanding of the performance of these met patterns, we used a weighted longest common sub-sequeaga:e al

rics, we manually analyzed and labeled a random selectidi3®f

instances. If the human judge determined the key is basedhon a

author’s last name, the example is labeled as positive, farehe
case that only the first letter of last name is used. For exanfipt
a paper with two authors, with last names “Ladner” and “Re&’

rithm. Algorithm[d gives the details of the matching.

We defines. ands 4 be the citation key and the string concate-
nating the last names of all authors, respectively. We mctiié
longest common sub-sequence algorithm by assigning veetght
letters in different position of the author string. The fisabre is
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Figure 3: Ratio of author acronyms, given the number of au-
thors

then used to decide if the citation label is the acronym ofiaH
thors. We assign scores in the following way. If the matctedtbt
is the first letter of an author’s last name, and the letterdapital
letter, we assignua = 2; if it is not a capital letterw, = 1.1.
We assignws = 0.1 to other matched letters, i.e. non-initial let-
ters of last names. The scasef a match is the sum of weighted
score of matched letters. We test the score against thehtiides
s > 0.5 xwa = T whereT is the number of authors arids is the
minimum threshold if lowercase acronym is matched. If tharesc
is larger than the threshold, the matching function retiims,
otherwise it return&alse

By this algorithm, we found@2% of the citation keys contain an
acronym of last names of all authors. Note that our methot wil
typically match the case that one or more full last namesratied
citation key. When we exclude the single-author cited paplee
ratio of author acronym usage #%. The matching algorithm
reported that at least half of citation keys covered all axgheven
though usually the full last name of authors in later posgidas
not included. This still leaves almost half of citation l&béhat
have some different meaning and format, which are interg<t
explore.

Figure[3 shows the ratio of citation keys which are an acronym
of all authors as the number of authors increases. We observe
strictly decreasing line which shows that with more authone
likelihood of using acronym of all authors reduces. Howggem-
paring to the conditional probability of exact matching aither in
high position, the coverage of all authors is much highesntthis
we conclude that as there are more authors on a paper, theechan
of each author getting referenced in the citation label @mdve
conjecture, figuring highly in the thoughts of the researchaking
the citation) becomes lower. Moreover, the chance of besfer+
enced falls with position: we still observe a much greatamcie
for the first ordered author to be referenced than any suksequ
author, even when we consider acronyms.

3.3 Labeling Behavior

We analyzed the connection between the position of authnats a
citation keys. Here we include some context of labeling bina
in particular, the order of authors in cited papers and tine tiWe
also examine whether creators of citations follow a fixedgoat

Author Ordering. We analyze whether the order of authors in
citations affects citation keys. When authors are notdistealpha-
betic order, it is common to rank authors by their contribatiso
the first author has strongest ownership of the paper. Whibio=su
are placed in alphabetic order, chances are that the mairmgdor

is not in the first position. Tablgl 5 shows the breakdown oésas
based on the ordering of authors (alphabetic or non-algitabe
then by (1) whether the citation key references all authams; (2)

Table 5: Author ordering and citation keys, at least 2 authos

author acronym| author acronym
match = True match = False

in alphabetical order 43% 19.6%

not in alphabetical order 18% 19.5%
first author match| first author match
=True = False

in alphabetical order 29.5% 33.2%

not in alphabetical order 21% 16%

Table 6: Labeling pattern over time

(1990, 2000)| (2000, 2010)
number of citations 75568 123188
number of author acronym matches54% 46.1%
number of first author matches 40.8% 37.5%
whether the first author’s name is given in full. Note that thiéo

is computed by number of citation keys that matched theraite

the total number of citation keys, and only citations withrenthan
one author are considered. For (1), we see that when autters a
listed alphabetically, the citation key are twice as likielyeference

all authors. But when authors are not listed alphabetictibre is

no great difference between the cases. For (2), when thermsuth
are in alphabetical author, the key is more likely to not kevthe
first author in full. But when not in alphabetical order, theyks
more likely to invoke the first author.

The results in Tablgl5 supports the idea that when alphabetic
der is used, people are aware that the first author is not setlys
the main contributor and thus are more likely to touch on aill a
thors, and less likely to explicitly mention them.

Trend over Time. We conduct preliminary analysis on whether
the labeling pattern changes over time. We select papetspeat
across two decades: (1990, 2000) and (2000, 2010), and ¢cempu
the ratio of citation keys with author acronym pattern anst fiu-
thor exact matching pattern. Taljle 6 shows the trend. More ci
tations are made between (2000, 2010), in part because @i-the
creasing number of papers published over tie [7]. Intarglst

we observe an appreciable declining trend for both labghaty
terns. This implies that over time, people are less commaosilyg
author names in citation keys. Our next step will be to gathere
data across time and examine the trend over longer timedserio
and explore other patterns of citation keys.

Consistency. We next consider the consistency of formation of
citation labels: when an author writes a paper, will he folkhe
same pattern of citation keys for all citations? We examine t
patterns: exact matching the first author’s last name, apcbap
mately matching an acronym of authors. We compute the patter
matching ratio of the paper; by

__ f(citations with keys matching pattern)
B f(citations)

pmr(pi)

If pmr(p;) = 1, the authors consistently follow one pattern across
all citations in the paper. We fourzD.4% of papers consistently
use author acronym pattern, af@.6% of papers follow exact
matching first author’s last name pattern. If we set the cbascy
ratio t0 0.9, there are32% and20.8% of papers “mostly consis-
tently” using author acronym pattern and first author last@ae-
spectively. These ratios are low, indicating that autheeswvarious
methods to compose citation keys. A conjecture is that wieen p
pers are written by multiple authors, variations in citati@ys are
introduced by coauthors’ different habits, and the lacknaEntive

to make them consistent.
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Figure 4: n-Grams Meaning Clusters

3.4 »-Gram Analysis

The above results show the last name(s) of author(s) arerres
in some form or another in a majority of citation keys. Welstil
have a large portion of citation keys that are not relatedutba

than the year 2000. For papers having DBLP copied citatigs, ke
86% of them are later than the year 2000.

Itis possible that more researchers copy from DBLP, but fgodi
the citation keys to fit their own habits, which reduces theeaf
the observed ratio. However, it is infesible to identify swmases
by only taking advantage of bbl files in our dataset. For mere r
cent papers, there are entries examples taken from Godukasc
which labels papers by last name of first author, year andsdivsd
in the title. If we revisit this problem 10 years later, it ilk inter-
esting to examine whether the labeling pattern convergesiging
from such bibliography services.

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The use of citation keys offers a rare insight into the preces
of making a citation, and gives some perspective into howd¢he
searcher making the citation thinks of the work being refeeel.
We have seen that there is a dramatically strong occurrefite o
first (listed) author in such keys, far more so than other @sth
We conjecture that this indicates that the first author weseimuch
greater prominence than other authors. This “first autheamd
tage” may have many consequences, particularly in disgphvhich
follow a rule (such as alphabetical ordering of authors} thean
certain researchers have a much higher chance of being fiste

names. To understand the meaning hidden in a citation key, We  There are many further questions to address around question

leveragen-Gram analysis. Contiguous sequences aharacters
from 304, 857 citation keys are computed. Hetganges fron® to
10, and all citation keys are lowercased.

We select top 20 frequemntgrams withn from 2 to 10. We first
observe that digits representing years are very frequecitation
keys, as well as the phrase “et al” to mean “and other authvs"
cluster them into four pre-defined meaning clusters: “titt@ds”,
“author names”, “type and sources”, and “year and phraséj: F
ure[4 illustrates several hand-picked terms in each meayvimgp.
Terms in “type and sources” and “year and phrase” clustes ar

of citation and citation labeling. We've analyzed how didatkeys
relate to authors in each position. It will be interestingieestigate
reasons why people sometimes pick authors that are nat fisse.

We have indicated some ways in which citation labels are éokm
(from authors, from topics, from venues and from years), ibut
remains to fully understand these different sources, arstudy
what impact these have on how the work is thought of. A dicecti
for further work is to study the citation label in the contettthe
citation: if we analyze the text of the paper where the @tais
made, can we determine if the sentiment towards the citeé wor

measured by human judges. Terms in “author names” and “title js positive or negative? Does the label give further insigtd the

words” are measured by the affinity of a term to author names ve
sus to titles. The affinity to title is the ratio of the numbétimes
the term in title to the total occurrence of the term. The #ffito
authors is computed similarly.

Some terms have close affinity scores to two clusters. An ex-
ample is the term “over”, which is present in both author neme
i.e. “Cover1991”, and title words, i.e. “zhu:coverage”.niarly,
the term “survey” is common in both “type and resource” and “t
tle words”, since many survey papers use titles as “A sunfey o
...". Except these pre-defined four clusters, there arer otle@aning
groups of citation keys, e.g., conference abbreviationsweéver,
the amount of citation keys containing a particular confeesab-
breviation is not large enough. To understand the beha¥ior-o
cluding conference name in citation keys, we can matchiaitat
keys with a list of all conference abrreviations. Such fertanaly-
sis of the semantics of citation keys is left to the futurekwor

Use of Bibliographic ResourcesThere are many available sources
of bibliographic information. For example, many journalbsges
allow the user to export a reference in Bibtex format, for irse
their own papers. We found an interesting copying behaviertd
the frequent occurrence of the term “dblp”. Some authorscdly
copy the bib entry from DBLP, which labels citations with aefix
format. Around 0.5% of all citation keys in our dataset arpies
from DBLP: a fraction small enough that it does not alter ahguy
above analysis, but still appreciable. For papers with DBafies,
around 4% of them contain more than half bib entries copieohfr
DBLP. We also find such copying behavior occurs more common
in recent decadez0% of DBLP citation keys belong to papers later

researcher’s feelings towards the cited work’s importaatepth?

5[i] REFERENCES

http://en.wikibooks.org/wiki/LaTeX/Bibliography_Management
[2] G. Cormode, S. Muthukrishnan, and J. Y&tienceography: the
study of how science is writtethe Sixth International conference on
Fun with Algorithms, 2012.
[3] A. Dance.Authorship: Who's on firstNature, 2012.
[4] L. Egghe. An improvement of the h-index: The g-ind&SI
newslettey 2(1):8-9, 2006.
[5] N. Gilbert. A simulation of the structure of academicesaie.
Sociological Research Onliné997.
[6] J. E. Hirsch An index to quantify an individual's scientific research
output volume 102. National Academy of Sciences, 2005.
P. O. Larsen and M. von Ins. The rate of growth in scientific
publication and the decline in coverage provided by scieite¢ion
index. Scientometrics84:575-603, 2010.
L. Leydesdorff and O. Amsterdamska. Dimensions of mtat
analysis. volume 15, pages 305—-335. Sage Publication§, 199
D. Nadeau and S. Sekine. A survey of named entity recmgménd
classificationLingvisticae Investigatione80(1):3-26, 2007.
S. Sarawagi, V. V. Vydiswaran, S. Srinivasan, and K. diia.
Resolving citations in a paper repositoACM SIGKDD
Explorations Newslette5(2):156-157, 2003.
T. Tscharntke, M. E. Hochberg, T. A. Rand, V. H. Resh, and
J. KraussAuthor Sequence and Credit for Contributions in
Multiauthored PublicationsPLoS Biol, 2007.

(7]

(8]
El

[10]

[11]


 http://en.wikibooks.org/wiki/LaTeX/Bibliography_Management

	1 Introduction
	2 Approach
	2.1 Bib Entry Identification
	2.2 Bib Meta Segmentation
	2.3 Authors Recognition

	3 Findings
	3.1 First Author Advantage
	3.2 Author Acronyms
	3.3 Labeling Behavior
	3.4 n-Gram Analysis

	4 Concluding Remarks
	5 References

