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Gusenbauer, M. Google Scholar to overshadow them all? Comparing the sizes of 12 academic search engines and bibliographic databases.

Scientometrics 118, 177-214 (2019).
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Scopus

Back 294 ootr percentile

Dietary intake of total, animal, and plant proteins and risk of all Citations 4

cause, cardiovascular, and cancer mortality: Systematic review
and dose-response meta-analysis of prospective cohort studies 12 .55

The BM] - Article « OpenAccess « 2020 « DOI: 10.1136/bmj.m2412 [
Naghshi, Sina®P?; Sadeghi, Omid ©; Willett, Walter C%®; Esmaillzadeh, Ahmad " 9" = FWEI @

9Students' Scientific Research Center, Tehran University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran
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Anna Borek 1

@ScepticalDoctor
If we focus on hard clinical outcomes (as we should) and not mechanistic
speculation.

Protein above the RDA is associated with lower risk of premature death.
Meta-analysis of prospective cohorts here:

bmj.com
Dietary intake of total, animal, and plant proteins and risk of al

Objective To examine and quantify the potential dose-
response relation between intake of total, animal, and plant ...

10:12 AM - Jan 9, 2024 - 353 Views



Dietary intake of total, animal, and plant proteins and risk of all cause, cardiovascular, and cancer mortality: Systematic
review and dose-response meta-analysis of prospective cohort studies

< Anna Borek |
51.1K posts

CEPTICAL DOCTOR

Anna Borek |
@ScepticalDoctor

Medically trained & sceptically minded. | mostly tweet about #animalfree diets. My
tweets # medical advice.

® United Kingdom (2! scepticaldoctor.com Joined February 2020

9,660 Following  13.8BK Followers
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Dietary intake of total, animal, and plant proteins and risk of all cause, cardiovascular, and cancer mortality: Systematic review and dose-response meta-analysis of

prospective cohort studies
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Source: https://www.elsevier.com/authors/submit-your-
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Sharing your article  Sharing options ~ Open access options ~ Promoting your article ~ Showcasing yourself

Sharing options for different contexts

| want to share my article:

At a conference +

For classroom teaching purposes +
For grant applications +

With my colleagues —

You can easily share your article with your colleagues (and other individuals) in private communications such as email.

On a preprint server + \
On my personal blog or website + \

On my institutional repository + \
On a subject repository (or other non-commercial repository) + \

On Scholarly Collaboration Network (SCN), such as Mendeley or Scholar Universe + \

paper/sharing-and-promoting-your-article#options

Social Media, such as Facebook, LinkedIn, Twitter + <—
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Thelwall, M., & Kousha, K. (2017). ResearchGate versus Google Scholar: Which finds more early citations?. Scientometrics, 112(2), 1125-1131.

Abstract... ResearchGate correlated most strongly with Google Scholar citations, suggesting that ResearchGate is not
predominantly tapping a fundamentally different source of data than Google Scholar. Nevertheless, preprint sharing in

ResearchGate is substantial enough for authors to take seriously.
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The Association Between Professional Accounts on Social Networks Twitter and ResearchGate and the Number of
Scientific Publications and Citations Among Anesthesia Researchers: Observational Study

A total of 162 researchers were analyzed; 42 (25.9%) had an active Twitter account and 110 (67.9%) a ResearchGate

account.

Conclusions: Among French anesthesia researchers, an active presence on Twitter is associated with higher scientific

publication and citations.

Clavier T, Occhiali E, Demailly Z, Compere V, Veber B, Selim ], Besnier E. The Association Between Professional Accounts on Social Networks Twitter and

ResearchGate and the Number of Scientific Publications and Citations Among Anesthesia Researchers: Observational Study. ] Med Internet Res. 2021 Oct
15;23(10):e29809.



PLoS One. 2013; 8(5): e64841.
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Published online 2013 May 28. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0064841

Do Altmetrics Work? Twitter and Ten Other Social Web Services

Mike Thelwall, 1" Stefanie Haustein, 2 Vincent Lariviére, 3 and Cassidy R. Sugimoto 4

Lutz Bornmann, Editor

There are several mechanisms through
which a strong positive correlation
between the number of tweets and
the number of citations could occur.
For example, it is possible that after a
scientifically important article s
published, this is noticed by scientists
and/or the general public, who will
then start tweeting. It is also possible
that the Twitter community reinforces
citation rates by making an article
known to a large scientific audience

Published: 26 September 2014

The relationship between tweets, citations, and article
views for PLOS ONE articles

). C. F. de Winter &

Scientometrics 102, 1773-1779 (2015) | Cite this article

2717 Accesses | 82 Citations | 36 Altmetric | Metrics




Olddos 3 ool e Glypasli b O dasly ey 9 SS9 (35 5 658980 Hadye CVlds (5 (pgbie

Increased use of Twitter at a medical conference: a report and a review of the educational

opportunities

How academic physicians can benefit from social media

Tweeting the meeting: an analysis of Twitter activity at the Royal Australasian College of Surgeons

Annual Scientific Congress from 2015 to 2018
The use of Twitter by trauma and orthopaedic surgery journals: Twitter activity, impact factor, and alternative

metrics

Online sur VEY on Twitter: A urological experience

Twitter activity is associated with a higher research citation index for academic thoracic surgeons

The importance of social media to the academic surgical literature: Relationship between Twitter activity and
readership metrics

The impact of social media on citation rates in coloproctology

Upgrading a social media strategy to increase Twitter engagement during the spring annual meeting of the

American Society of regional anesthesia and pain ...
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The journal Cardiovascular Innovations and Applications: (ESCI)

o CVIA Journal @ o Q

9,551 posts

Cardiovascular Innovations and
®  Sugelhs g

Cardiovascular Innovations and
Applications

a platinum open access_ journal

Cardiovascular Innovations and
Applications

CVIA Journal @ @cvia-journal.org

@CVIA Journal 349 followers 402 following 132 posts

Platinum open-access journal in cardiovascular medicine. Platinum open-access journal in cardiovascular medicine.

Impact Factor 1.4 CiteScore 1.2 Impact Factor 1.4 | CiteScore 1.2 | SJR Q3.

Publishing innovative research with rapid peer review & no author fees Publishing innovative research with rapid peer review & no author fees.

cvia-journal.org
(2 cvia-journal.org Joined October 2015 >

4,185 Following 4,105 Followers
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The journal Cardiovascular Innovations and Applications (CVIA)

Journal Impact Factor Trend 2024 * Export
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Hollis Thomases
Foreword by Daree Evans

Twitter
Marketing

Osya%( SERIOUS SKILLS.

oo ok il b iz S s 35 Ciiyn auS

())ONLINE
\L RESOURCES

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS IN THE SOCIAL SCIENCES 8 SO C | c

jal k
Rl N MEDIA
= STRATEGY

A practical guide to social media
marketing and customer engagement

Julie Atherton
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influencer

BUILDING YOUR PERSONAL BRAND
IN THE AGE OF SOCIAL MEDIA

The blueprint to manage and monetize
your influence as a content creator

BRITTANY HENNESSY
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Social Media Manager (Healthcare)

Digital Marketing & Social Media
Specialist

Digital Marketing Specialist
(Healthcare Corporations)

Content Creator / Healthcare Social
Media Producer

Healthcare Digital Communications

Manager

Paid Media Specialist (Healthcare)
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$65,000/year (range: $35k-$165k)

$36,000-$42,000/year or $25-
$35/hour
~ $74,000/year (converted from DKK
516,000)
$40,000-$60,000/year

$70,000-$120,000/year

$55,000-%90,000/year
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SOCIAL MEDIA MANAGEMENT

MAINTAIN SUSTAINABILITY ANALYZE METRICS AND FOGUS ON QUALITY
IN SOCIAL MEDIA EFFORTS ADJUST STRATEGIES OVER SHUANTITY
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