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ABSTRACT

The h-index is a new tool for measuring research outputs based on citation and many
variants of h-index have been proposed to improve the weaknesses of h-index. The h-index
and its variants can be applied to institutional evaluation in three different ways. We
worked out 447 practical cases of professors from 10 business schools and examined h-index
and its variants. And then we compared three evaluation methods of research institution
based on the h-index and its variants.
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&9 | 2 | m-quotient | h-AF | g-AF | heAF | g AF | a-AF | 1-AF | ar-AF | h(2)-AF | AT
1 | Al 1.33 8 12 | 3072 | 4002 | 1625 | 1140 | 59 3 6
2 | Bl 1.20 6 9 2036 | 27.07 | 1233 | 860 | 444 3 5
2 | Cl 1.20 6 9 1992 | 2616 | 1133 | 825 | 414 3 5
4 | B2 1.14 8 10 | 2768 | 3237 | 1225 | 990 | 476 3 7
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g-AF, AFAe] FHFEE wdske a-AF
h-AFE o439 H 713 ke WdlE r-AFE Adelste] AAlETh
Al ZEA7E Aok A HA ES 7)) &3t (£ 12)+ 713 h-AF o E wrisk =
ArAtEo] wie =35 TolA hle =% W 107] thgte] £912 h-AF £o2 4
o] H4 h¥l ol AEHIUS wf 1 7179 A Zolt) (% 1205 HW, h-A5E= HEHo] bt
TE hE 3= 2otk & AFolx= o] ¥ RO, g-AF= Max ] GE Wol Max7t
= WA 7 7EA] A e Qlel 7 2 ke g-AF £97F h-AF =99
h-A"2t spllet 7 Al WS "4 h-A Hlal Zdzatde
TR, 7|13l &3 AFAEY h-ATE Molinari <} Mohnar1(2008)v* 71% h-AF
g O AFAES] h-AFE BT g o g 7)13s Juke A, v A
Ag &% A7A 72 vro] ArAE9] Bt o] A%E & VHAES B mas YHsY|
h-A+5 Ol*gs]*— Zolth(Lazaridis 2010). wZol] 2 7)) H|s) h-A|57} B Athe
Al A ]E}h A=, 7)) Hagh TARE AAEA &, 713 h-A HS
holde] h-A4& 7k A527F hwg = 7138 Ato]Zo]] °]Z7‘4°]E‘r1€* Aol o4
717188 ]‘F% hE k= Zlolth 919 Al 7 AFoME 713 h-AF BHOE 3 7t
7] S 2hae] gEetd (GE 1D 3 2ok Aot AT T, = k] Flol Al
2 Aolxs A 1070 k< h-A S 15 3 S| I A B A i B A 2L
T, g AT, a- AT, r-AFE o835t 919 Al = T AT Qe AoE BeRlth
7HA] WO 2 713 HIkE AR EC’L‘:}. & T OE 71 h-AF Y ZARC
AollX Aese 54 9 s 24 2 Lazaridis(2010) = 81'F 71X B2 ==
I upEke 2 e A7} A 71" h( 2)-Ag ARl 18E Bo] W= 5 Wl o)
o} Aol A §17e m-quotient= A9 71 7139 h-Ag7F ARETE 2 AXe vt

e 4 o
et s |V IR R R e A7) AEle] AGHE 202 JRARE A, £Ee) UGN}
REBRAT | ng) 2o 7 2o oA w8 297 1 18] h-As
|7l 5 4 nASE BF B0 AS 4% 974 47 e 97459 32 h A
I
7109 59 9750 hATE hAS wo® YRS @, A7) hATTE AT E9i
HE} )

o AAY 28 e 7R 97t 1 7)) hAS

%7 Braun $(2006), Prathap(2006), Lazaridis(2010) #=ste] A2,



ety h-A4 g-AF a-AF A5 SES Max =% T
A 1 2 2 2 39 33 297
AN 2 1 1 1 60 61 434
T 3 3 5 3 70 29 343
733 4 7 7 7 51 23 272
Mg 5 4 4 5 47 46 247
ol 5 4 3 4 33 48 259
shef) 5 8 9 9 42 18 222
Hak) 5 6 6 6 27 22 212
A7) 9 10 10 10 45 16 369
A=) 9 9 8 8 33 30 171
*h-Ag ¢ A

Utk & A3 AME o]& FHs= A AFES AT 9 o) s Aoz et
7F e, (2 13)8 B I 707 ok I8y (E 1405 29 713 h-R5 iy
= 6%, A2t 478 5 4%, A3t 513 o Bl W 7 Ao R A2 Bk e
% 67, A= 279 5 590] g theke] FYN =7 el W v B A
h-248 2438t ol 713 h-A 5 W el =917t skEhet RS & 4 AATE T A9l
= olgste] 7o FIAHS W7 & W, 1% S Yol y] Q&) G wFEL] h-A=9k 9l
W7t 2 o ARl s 7)3e] AT £5E B3 A3 7EdE h-A5 FY 6,
o7 A HriEe dHE HoE Aot 2 022 709 5 h-A57F 02 257§

(G 1)+ B3t h-AF PR Hrist = 257 (35%) Q1 Wi, FAHdE h-As A 6
W 107 thete] =9lolth Lazaridis(2010) & #2092 h-A571 09 2571 4%8(14%), &
713 h-Al5 ol & F3 gl AAl Y= h-AF Ao 5, & 022 h-A5 09
ofgl] 7)3e] daFEe] AA=EE o] sl D574 (12%) ©lSith olF BAIHSE o
A8 o)8 FHE3] S8l 24 ATFAES W oJn|7} QlEA] Lotr ] Sle) AEE ZF A
et A k= o8-S ARbsiTh vt ot W F o RG] Fojd A
o] M h-AF &g &% A4 = vhe B8 ANE A3} (£ 159} 7o) v $- =&
Fitpo| BE w7y 713Ee] Afel27t A FIAE 7HAAL AdT o] AFE FEl 3
A g 735 A7 el Gake whs < Atk T h-AF PHE 7)1 h-A5 HAE 54
ojof £ Ao ME Ht h-A|F= o] 717 Akl A B FEEell osf 71¢e] 7t
A7} o AJABAITE ATA LotEr] fla] He wARS sAT 5 9lon, ArAEe]
7y 7ot WA 7] Fofd AR S AA Aatdo] I EA T2 7)) JfEe] =4 3
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