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WHO IS MICHAEL HABIB?

(Identity 0.0)
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WHO IS MICHAEL HABIB?

(Identity 1.0)

Bachelor’s in Philosophy

Northborough Free (public) Library

UNC-Chapel Hill University Libraries

M.S. in Library Science

(Web) Product Manager
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WHO IS MICHAEL HABIB?

(Identity 2.0)

http://mchabib.com/

http://twitter.com/habib

http://friendfeed.com/habib

http://claimid.com/habib

http://www.linkedin.com/in/habib

http://www.slideshare.net/habibmi
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CURRENT USE OF WEB 2.0

Source: (2collab) Social Media survey - May 2008 - 1,824 respondents

Used to find information and research, but,
limited use as recruitment, networking, or
promotion tool
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IMPACT IN NEXT 5 YEARS?

Source: (2collab) Social Media survey - May 2008 - 1,824 respondents

>50% of respondents see Web 2.0 influential
in nearly all aspects of workflow, opportunities
in networking and career development
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SCHOLARLY IDENTITY MATRIX

About Me Not About Me
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BACK TO THE ‘IDENTITY 1.0’ PROBLEM

• Finding author-related information is one of the most
common search patterns.

• An author’s scientific production and impact are keys to
funding, promotion, tenure, etc.

• Author searching in databases was hampered by two
serious problems:

• How to distinguish between an author’s articles and those of
another authors sharing the same name?

• How to group an author’s articles together when his or her name
has been recorded in different ways?
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SOME EXAMPLES

• Inaccurate and incomplete results

• Time-consuming

A Nobel laureate

• Theodor Haensch

• T. Haensch

• Theodor W. Haensch

• Theoder Hänsch

• T. Hänsch

• Theodor W. Hänsch

• …

Two different authors:

• J.R. Weertman and J.R
Weertman

• Material Science

• Northwestern University



POSSIBLE APPROACHES

Three possible approaches:

• User-created

• Authority file

• Algorithm

How did we approach this?

• Top down approach: algorithm using data in records.

• Incorporating a ‘bottom up’ aspect by including feedback on
where our matching algorithm and data need improvement.



OUR APPROACH

Source title

Author & co-author

Affiliation

Cited by



OUR APPROACH

references



WHAT HAVE WE LEARNED

• In general, librarians, authors and end-users are extremely
positive and understanding of errors.

• 99% precision and 95% recall across 30M+ publications provides
sufficient user value,

• But continuous improvements are essential, because

• 10K+ corrections is nice, but those won’t bridge the gap to 100%
perfect bibliography
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BACK TO THE MATRIX
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IF SOCIAL MEDIA …

Screenshots from LinkedIn 28/20/2009 http://www.linkedin.com/in/smalljones



IF SOCIAL MEDIA …

Screenshots from LinkedIn 28/20/2009 http://www.linkedin.com/in/smalljones



IF SOCIAL
MEDIA …



If social media like use are used
by Michael Habib,

there is absolutely no reason
why scientists wouldn’t use

them

… and that calls for
‘interoperability’





Thank You For Listening!

Niels Weertman

n.weertman@elsevier.com


