
a matter of fact, the incentives to do so would increase if metrics
for the assessment of impact of articles, journals, authors,
departments and institutions derived from log data would become
used as an addition to the established citation-based impact
metrics. Determining the feasibility of such novel metrics is of
significant importance to the scholarly community and has thus
become the objective of several research initiatives including the
MESUR project (http://www.mesur.org/).
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