
© Jessica A. Koos, 2019 This document is protected by copyright law. Use of the services of Érudit
(including reproduction) is subject to its terms and conditions, which can be
viewed online.
https://apropos.erudit.org/en/users/policy-on-use/

This article is disseminated and preserved by Érudit.
Érudit is a non-profit inter-university consortium of the Université de Montréal,
Université Laval, and the Université du Québec à Montréal. Its mission is to
promote and disseminate research.
https://www.erudit.org/en/

Document generated on 08/06/2025 2:49 a.m.

Evidence Based Library and Information Practice

Bibliometric Analysis Provides a Detailed Map of Information
Literacy Literature in the Social Sciences and Humanities
Bhardwaj, R.K. (2017). Information literacy in the social
sciences and humanities: A bibliometric study. Information
and Learning Science, 188(1/2), 67–89.
https://doi.org/10.1108/ILS-09-2016-0068
Jessica A. Koos

Volume 14, Number 4, 2019

URI: https://id.erudit.org/iderudit/1088926ar
DOI: https://doi.org/10.18438/eblip29628

See table of contents

Publisher(s)
University of Alberta Library

ISSN
1715-720X (digital)

Explore this journal

Cite this review
Koos, J. (2019). Review of [Bibliometric Analysis Provides a Detailed Map of
Information Literacy Literature in the Social Sciences and Humanities /
Bhardwaj, R.K. (2017). Information literacy in the social sciences and
humanities: A bibliometric study. Information and Learning Science, 188(1/2),
67–89. https://doi.org/10.1108/ILS-09-2016-0068]. Evidence Based Library and
Information Practice, 14(4), 177–178. https://doi.org/10.18438/eblip29628

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/4.0
https://apropos.erudit.org/en/users/policy-on-use/
https://www.erudit.org/en/
https://www.erudit.org/en/
https://www.erudit.org/en/journals/eblip/
https://id.erudit.org/iderudit/1088926ar
https://doi.org/10.18438/eblip29628
https://www.erudit.org/en/journals/eblip/2019-v14-n4-eblip06987/
https://www.erudit.org/en/journals/eblip/


Evidence Based Library and Information Practice 2019, 14.4 

 

177 

 

   Evidence Based Library and Information Practice 

 

 

 

Evidence Summary 
 

Bibliometric Analysis Provides a Detailed Map of Information Literacy Literature in the 

Social Sciences and Humanities 

 
A Review of: 

Bhardwaj, R.K. (2017). Information literacy in the social sciences and humanities: A bibliometric study. 

Information and Learning Science, 188(1/2), 67–89. https://doi.org/10.1108/ILS-09-2016-0068 

   

Reviewed by: 

Jessica A. Koos 

Senior Assistant Librarian/Health Sciences Librarian 

Stony Brook University Libraries 

Stony Brook, New York, United States of America 

Email: jessica.koos@stonybrook.edu  

 

Received: 22 Aug. 2019     Accepted:  28 Oct. 2019 

 

 
 2019 Koos. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons‐Attribution‐

Noncommercial‐Share Alike License 4.0 International (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/4.0/), which 

permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly 

attributed, not used for commercial purposes, and, if transformed, the resulting work is redistributed under the 

same or similar license to this one. 

 

 

DOI: 10.18438/eblip29628 

 

Abstract 

 

Objective – To determine the scope and 

distribution of information literacy research 

documents in the humanities and social 

sciences published from 2001 to 2012. 

 

Design – Bibliometric analysis. 

 

Setting – N/A 

 

Subjects – 1,990 document records retrieved 

from a Scopus database search.  

 

Methods – Using the database Scopus, the 

author created and conducted a search for 

documents related to the concept of 

information literacy. Articles, review papers, 

conference articles, notes, short surveys, and 

letters were included in the results. Only 

documents published from January 1, 2001 to 

December 31, 2012 were included in the study. 

The author then performed various 

bibliometric analyses of the results. 

 

Main Results – The author found that the 

number of publications and citations have 

increased over time, although the average 

citations per publication (ACPP) decreased 

significantly during the time period being 

studied. The majority of the literature 

published on this topic is in English and 

produced within the United States. The 

Transformative Activity Index was calculated 
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to determine changes in publishing patterns 

across countries from 2001 to 2012. The 

amount of research collaboration across 

countries was calculated as well, with the U.S. 

being the most collaborative. The top journals 

publishing on this topic were identified by 

calculating the h-index. An individual from 

Universidad de Granada in Spain published 

the greatest number of articles from a single 

author, and this university was found to have 

produced the greatest amount of research. 

Documents produced by the United Kingdom 

have the highest citation rates. A total of 1,385 

documents were cited at least once, and each 

item on average was cited five times.  

 

Conclusion – Most of the articles on 

information literacy in the social sciences and 

humanities comes from developed countries. 

The results of this study may help to inform 

those interested in researching this field 

further. 

 

Commentary 

 

The quality of this study was appraised using 

“The CAT: A generic critical appraisal tool” 

created by Perryman and Rathbun-Grubb 

(2014). Based on this analysis, the quality of the 

study was found to be moderate. The author is 

a librarian at a college within a large public 

university system in India and has a PhD as 

well as multiple Master’s degrees. A literature 

review was included in the article, and the 

research questions were clearly defined.  

 

Most of the methods were thoroughly 

explained; however, there was no explanation 

of how the author determined which 

documents fell within the subject area of social 

sciences and humanities. Additionally, for 

some metrics, other subject areas such as 

health sciences were included in the analysis 

without any explanation as to why. A 

description of screening procedures was also 

not included. These factors significantly hinder 

transparency and reproducibility.  

 

Other limitations were mentioned in the 

article, including the fact that Scopus does not 

have complete coverage of all relevant 

journals, as well as the fact that it does not 

include book chapters, dissertations, and 

theses. Additionally, Scopus also has limited 

geographic coverage, which may have altered 

the results. These limitations could have been 

mitigated by searching additional databases. 

 

The author used bibliometric measures that are 

commonly used in these types of analyses, 

such as the h-index and the Transformative 

Activity Index (TAI). Although it would have 

also been useful to include an examination of 

the altmetrics of these documents to more fully 

assess their reach, this step was most likely 

beyond the scope of this study.  

 

The author describes some of the benefits of 

this study pertaining directly to information 

literacy instruction; however, these cannot be 

surmised from the data obtained. For example, 

the author states that “the study will assist in 

designing a new information literacy course 

structure through an understanding of the 

progress in the area …” yet this is an 

assumption not justified by the findings. 

Additional research would need to be 

conducted in order to support these claims. 

 

As mentioned by the author, this research is 

unique in that there are no previous studies 

detailing the scholarship on information 

literacy in these specific subject areas. 

Therefore, this study provides unique 

information that may be used by others 

interested in conducting research within this 

field. For example, researchers may want to 

know which authors and previous 

publications have received the most citations 

so that they can be sure to consider these 

specific works when developing their own 

studies. 
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