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Cocontri bNebwe hiDp vmansdof Labor 1 n Sc
Coll aboration
Abst:Cadtl aborati ons are pervasive in curren

studied and encour agvwayv aern, naihtptaldd siaanpk n mvers
realt¢tyi dmes from the detailed division of |
I nvestthegeappeest of scientific coll aboration an
i ndi vi dual sbhogshrod layrz iyacga mttbhuetilore schoipe net wor k s
contr i mettokosahriep cbypspeuvtoemmonde topheojercd i on
t he duwtstkorbi paksi oet aenewd from 1BBo3I87 pape
journals. Given a paperhbutweeadbTesatme t hree 1t
pl ayed&asds at iSlpeéesst 8 are those who contribute
tea-ml aperest hose who tcasnktrhi boutthee rt ocacel d earbyor at ¢
ver s aatriel et.shose who doa-pploawereVehiéei mdabdat hey
tend to contmadsbtutcco maerx pteax I ke shidea tsau can alsy si s
anfper fgrmkpeadTlhreenstpseci ali sts and versatil es
expected Yy aphr anvibdrsdedndde s o bherseni or aut
associated with f.unSdpiencg aal nids tssu paerrev iassisooncsi at
contrasting rofgesol ehassupamviseaders or ma

contributions.

Keywa$disenti fi cActohdraboaolst 0o mtnu it piNett ovrog HKi;

NLPS,chol arly Communicati on

1.INTRODUCTION

I n science, mandefdeoahrittsapprendavediwamd emph

exampl eof hpemBil s omebniameisviwdw &l great finding
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SigmundwviRrhnudhre pr erfeataimeAl ber wi Eh ntshoefi Theory
Rel atidmdéhy vonwNehblnhkehoar y of Games and Econo
BehaWiowewer e scientific tamadmaldad ubkit si atypro
come pawemw 6 lull ab onr artei coennst. edl eacnadd enso rneo rr e sear ch
beewmnductepds bygf goorh oel xhahmepnlkes, t o t he j oint e
Wat son, Crick, Frank-hehjixastdrWctkrespft D&A
di scovered, which is funda(nsecnteabace oHitshte mo.
|l nstitulteet,er20sli7ncye |1 InBSA0,t uttweomts from si X co
i hhe great exploration of sequence and map
Genome RfbDeecmor e oOhtahradn wW200r kyienagi,Is| ®£c iheén tpir £ts e
nat@amreompl ete genemarr ;bésuweghr ifnitn difngas hgr eat
to treat, cur ehumard diN atevicee@ s |v aHuinbauns Ge n o me
Resear ch2 0 h®ittiht uithveeeasi ng pc oimp le ens io s w € df
asegning the new fduenwvcetyiompdeslfyv p,n ga elalnsoar at i o
i s8ecedMhaemy.c huepgckd exmgt s 1 e didween gwi Ima ndyfi ntdh ¢ iha t
have a |l ong |ist of contrrdaveualontshye o fratcekmso w|
col ladb ®mk | aboabatiingn a nlt atg ecsf, ddovaane x amp |l e, |
decreaséKahe &b¥mbrtiinng 1 n niohrues ebxopoesrtt iuspe t h
effi diGorddynan & Wanrdr einn,c rle9a8s0e) ,t he scienti fic
and rteic®BmginCe & Bedwem,orl®A®@E 7ab)or ati ons make
i mpossi blManpo xilbdleev.ei ¢ htei pioevecololf alsar ati on

spent efforts to find (Fcooxl |& bFoajvaetro,r sl 9a8n4dd wo |

Thiencr edesnamagic i feioa i | abhosaatiract ed Inatmmer ous s
study the mechardirom adfp éd ®lplealt a w®isiasn

bi bliomeBPirmgs Koo, ,&1GHBwEkROO0V2s oci al net wor
analgsBar ddotOsal Newth@ 0 PZh;an g, Bu, D)ng, & Xu
angluahti ve aep.pBioranchhoe #i &6 a , Sol omon, Ki m, &
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Sonnemwadl3dL,ee & BokxResami,t € 00Ddmen di fferences
bibliomestrieafs, eBsen@e®bareshi p to measure sci
col |l abdii dtoije@eBk@)d.i esrawd®hor shi p usually ass
each col |l sbguaktocoshiarbkuti onankdac etdih @inr s ci «
t hbyi l-adutchoor tneett watyi e ol FaborBiti mmol(tez,g. 2006
Chompalhat,h,Ge&& SNewm2OPpa@0)02; Howelveris known

how each col | awosiln ian@toe asmia Wil dcall | abor ati v
compl ete the whol edopribhiceeyddueg et lod I|waylr kr? tOru s
acconeps drsthaiwn tthasnksaa t eagmatl hers taltdifeiveal by

al | these tasks?

Ear laypoivotur t h censttayeBCt hEt denpvdosfti admaleo o f
for the emer geepa;iXdfnocpphtsm@tsi ¢ end htilse exi st er
speeial bn and dmesnitono moefdh dtreltbeoss producti vity
Cyrop&Xednitari es ago, Smidhviidivd,a)ptdopaboer e
di vision and combi naitmamu fod d toprfibrege,e nt oper
effi oipermtduyehurt mpeoautwb orheder n assoditdhtefwuapes
people are eaehopdaerarcdi @eteh.g,0abwsr khei m, 19
Ear | eyEz Z1&0mMe3l; & WjFolrmathti,B nIc@amM8& eam of vari ol
formsy, t he t ae&sdaperathomioneetnhbeer s sdiettser mi ne
per f orDmalnfcgea auw, Dur ) T& uiStguagse eiat n ne20@1 8 o
exami mechheoit emsmwoinkest ahpat  dngi si on of | abo
teamywomrk col llasbooirean taibfoiysfte okngr eamcd ent i fic

i nnowataelovays edbeuedtgeidsemwd!| keneolad w t o

achieve a successful scienti foawhidcahislkabor at |
eatkeamm@mbsehroubddmnd whlatoofkicm!| | alsor ati ons ena
coll aborators to better achi eveett haeli.r, sci e

20p5Leahey & Rei kowsky, 200 8; Mel i n, 2000) .
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Currenanlypaaef ewasnd inedb liodhiecadadn t he | evel of 1
assieqilmr ( vi 2r0el 6elJta bable.h,dar i &oWalPah Jr20B7 1 v
Costa, & Amavam®,, B&IIWa mgn HoOMeA eri,ent heir f c
taghohalrlay her pgédranpdiocioimny gdicet honsdaoah team
exampl édadabl&e Wabk t & dalRiblde’/l)i hood of speci ald]
checkhegauawkhams a surveyYamdg 8(,&2806147 )p aapnearlsy z e d
t he rsehlbapttinweemetntoarssk s i n t he ctohnetiorsiibtuntoinosn | i s
t hbey IsiTrieeries a | ackh bohvesdegaiied dhei sion of
within every sHeaygdvwe cod mmrbeolreansiomel vy anal yz
a team divide the [ abor by recognibnzing and
al arsgegllat as@ur s trnuddeyr shied mdst iuf | ci © odbéymtblmr at i c
revealing trmechfambdamesoohl|l abor atingpi;edt eams f
by the approaches to using the contribution statements to study author contribution

patterns Cor@& et al, 2017; Larivigeet al., 2016; Sauermann & Haeussler, 3017

we analyze the networks of authors aamsks in more than 130,000 papers published

in PLoSjournals. First, we study the density of twecontributorshimetworks,

which reflects thelegree of labor division. Wkhen define three types of author

contribution® specialiststeamplayers andversatile® based on theo-

contributorshimetworks, and examine the abundance of these types of contributors.

We find that teanplayers tend to cdnbute to the five most comon tasks, such as

fidata analyssandfiperformingexperiments. Versatiles tend to be senior authors

associated with funding and supervisions. Specialists are associated with two

contrasting roles: the supervising role as atésader or marginal and spalized

contribution.These featurewill alsofacilitate usfurther assess the division of labor

and specialization in teams in the future
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2. RELATED WORK

2.1 DivisiiomeamwdarlboBtudi es

Teamwor k is a@ascompltexnpoobowetswa ein emernli @ romn wi
di fferent exwietrit i s es ppencdd fsikthildfss.d égeea@ €& | abor
all200mrgued that tphe eoaidgsusti)c mdPdoe I( iingp uitn s u
describe theopkocdsge oODL@®iemen@®BI0P Bhet ay.

analfyosutnbdat otreka ngwe ner al Igye nignrcallcuedsesse st:h rneies s i o
anal ysis, action procegsachapontd theerpeaecsodae
procdsnsacht@romce&arl ey (1939 3)heo lpssegrcvheod otgh a a |
of team members can affect their diverse c
individually or collectively. StSuadiaess, al so
Sims, &2BOrskreda m sr dBee.l g.i ,n, i2m0slt2gd nc e&,0o0rBel bi n
t hat a tiek@momloffimdsdd. ,0o0fgeni usteesr)piaisifuead hanea,hi on

that role allocation is necessary for succ:

Smi(tih776) adigwiedli drimadisrtirnopgegt us f or i ncreased
praoadu vity and specializations. For exampl e
specific tasks in the pipeliome;npesad nteldat t h
tasks and gskrmfirdasd@ DO hTehiere die § safo nlwab o r

bel iteolelitereodn | v mhwymibdhra boirne mahrek &t i1g9l belr

Meanwhil e, i f the tasks are complex and i n:
a significantspleicmiatliing tfiaocnt00Rgocrkk ahe& efMor gh

extefntdi vi si on of | abor may be | argely affe

2.2 i enCGoilfliachandt Dowi si on of Labor

Scienti fi caspalrltafboarhaatoifont eamwiomdk omai nly f oc
scieatifvichigks wntél |l ageoce easd gignhhiyopr evail

6
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acadeédmigF aveI8GuUiIi mer ", Uzzi ,209at a, & Amar al
Mar tli9®L7ar i ef akWucBROYBnes20W/nUztzhii,s form of
teamwbvkefdhaborl gsggesmmedcd b@Bi s onmMedlps6zydi e s
Fox, &l1F@4kraut, Gal egheaheg &EgRODPBOWOIBY ,

For examp(l2e0,00VMercllianssi fi ed scientific teams
everyone aimn dgihwen sas icdg renaern tt assrkel a8 \ner wyaher w
works together. The two types3daraes defined i
icompl emanfil at wet aa@iBompat ¢220Pc2l assi fi ed t eam
into four categories baduagdkamrcrtahtaicr, tlempdlea

speciali zed, and participatory teams.

Currsdrutdi es i nvestigatecauwt eotestiiniomnabdblybabor
AhupPapa& Di ngNeh@®® 0Xi et ., 230l JoBu s icmags e

st udiimnemshea (Il ea )a2nmOd 1li n tBa rnvhidd 06 ,C h o nept a |ad v.
200Chung, Kwon,F®&x, L e&l FgRl=s6e srteuvdeieele r al

i mportant features i n c(odhlaanbgo reait iaoln.s,, 2s0ulc8h)
trans(iNewman, 2®8dpenti aMi ketvjidz b ednleyo

S uggesotl |tahbaotr actspoondumpr ovieege i & Baza Egmare, (200
ad coll aksratdnnhde st o attr adaati enb.r2edElcsi t ati ons
Howewsercmut hor s huispu asMleuydli cesk eodn tohfe |daibvoirs ii n
scientific cagl laanbdo rseotmeo mo fa ttl hil eanin goent)l eyr roefl i e d
cas@msl.y a few studies started invesftigating
a teamrieBud Iltack of reseamnslesdineretsitdtgsathage
within evaearbyo rsditmegdre dcroilaltet usr t oo rutsrei but i on
embedded in the fullvitkexd Y aswtireonts ftia iamy
scientific teams desi gtho tdhelilfahldamsa&tsornms dt de
processono fofdSidvatsmiat we can investigate the

bet we-ant tomsnteals &k amide v e al di fferent roles t a
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aut hor s.

2. @®ntriPtudti ®ement forr®dcciemtstfudi €1 | abo

Al t hough the author contribution patterns |
scient eemegti rldecsGo (B P Plda u RDIP,2 it was t he wide
of the contributien thatd mdetedlab®k e gal at gdi es
(Al leetn al Br aedtd 1atl;. ,La20lvs eYkEorete xdampilved,0 I &

et al exagm@h@&pdforms of divisionef | abor ac
rel at i on schonpt rbiebtuwteieoen. ,t yworeist onmit hge paper,
expersi meoncei ving ideas, analyaunhpodata, al
seni,suckhyasl e shatdlaggte bet ween Hhwylpierse ofd o 4 iatsikesn
They haveauohmwmd st ck@aintri bute tosthelrnesyudi e
t hmadst authors are i dentintdhtehdo steo whoon twriibtuet e
papessalelsy gn etsh eaimgls e d pngaotveirdi al s uswually do
amxperiment ahdyvacsoveosad dlhlafedemi or au
taskicsh as eopeuicmegmigs orhames buthdasmore t
writing @ampterrisb wtnidng toolsd amd Mmatser iaalt ror
contribute more tasks itClhoareftmr?ad fpflea coendes t o
more emphasis on the 6rahlkt ponststhed pnbeawden
corregpcecmaditm i budli oemscst edhayt hor d®dmtSri buti o
ONEH denfi ieedomanmmu ithatplkas t f be @r,e bwipeaerpe r

aut meds t he five tasks araen tellget wWetgueewmp a ud
task means the aut horre apte rnfgo rt naesdk st didesn geaqsuka |
t hahever age numbehooét pasker med acduosasl Ipmppers
thesti and the | asadneuthetrsapgameddlbeta@aut hor
whiedhédhe fbypdirngd (20.16Theyi danthinfeiee d
gen@ralt eruntshoanft r wh ot thi o ei r :tbhyd icncen tproish utiiomn
i ncreiatleséruatntktses contri buti onbrdam&kameses wit

8
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co
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co
au
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fo
mi
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Fi

t e

nNtribution dewi ¢ as ¢ fsetra®umlchiomam e a& edaeus sl
Op7esent edt thfwiorr ssvteusdihiioegsa:i e f or mat i ve t he by
sitiawmtibdboaunt t he type and&dcbnboadbessonf t
ing MRrEPGdNmEmrl j clt es s echoonedutrhegpror t ed
ntributiarne sunsae ds Pshaovi esrrast ns oan aut hor ship
thor contratbsmuir o meat dtwedmernetsponhdong

®m oONEBE NnRINABroceedings of the National Aca
itedTltetatew® data sour ccisf fsaTgmpepcsds n® si gn
und similar obsetriveatliaxnts athtaltorth ec dntrrsitbu
ddl e aut horGorteof gPabl &7 L a peet p, earRp@IE6G | d e s ,

ey al so observed that ecloyb é¢tdegsotn da intgh carust h
rst authors uswecalhnlktyi beatdhoanre aruhtihacernso.r eWh e n

am gets | arger ,f eawetrh otrass kiase,in d ut @g apsetd i rpar ene

di visiomheftbpb@af0% most cited articles mai

mo

co

To
s o
be
sc
pr

co

del s generatedsuggmst hagf tthle dhaltdhobetl jty
nNtributi onPlsdO@NtBernieinctlse sf.r om

suans hdg ,vi si oma®fbéamoarni viimmpgo rftoardceer di n t h e
ciety (e.g., DLuOr9k3h e e me | 1 8BBH 8 Entr 2y h a

en much interest in studying the divisiol
ientific coll aboratiomnemeams. cmesautieonm
oxy to concretely measure theifokbte all oc.
| 1 abGirvwen otnhe compl ex nature of schol arl

how teaamt hi eve a sucomdd afbwlr ahoiwe rt thief ida vi si

ocC

csum scientific coll aboratiomnd,i sanmd bwhatont !

ar(darca alll ggoZaBf.5Leahey &2 REI MaIQPW,y ,
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3. METHODOLOGY

Thi s ea&piloauwmsatnd aptpogomsithtrgucand teéhreal yzi ng
contri but Fioglinleltunwotrka we stk il otwurdgfe , dol | ect
18, 78l dxntt i c IPAERfSF o oomwhi ch we exuwtrlenr and p
contribut sbBbmno ®tsetdaetimeamretnt , wtea sekx tpraandrts ha umeh o r
assembbestouc-t aak aahbthorfbountcileo nordneetrovroa k
mode projection ofcabdnsr nkteivovfok kphp wdducéas a
we de fhtiemreee types.Fafnaud wrhaheratit ovestigate t

thpgrtusokng content analysis.

3. Dat a

Fu-t eRatSapur ce

PLoS oné¢é aopgpmdessurnal ar t ihdlee Woudbeldi. s her s
i ts aupgdldirswyhiiph accords wfstihn cCeR e2dGB6r Ea x o n o n
are reguihbhe@edrte@dt r iibnuttihoenisr .Tma rcusdwdtréi adrt s
contribut s emrdtyatlede tOtODr tf iud IRIscbFed bvleiesihed i
2006 améavaOhhwrare sheML f or mat

Il n each XML f i lvet,i ar es teauittehmdaren dcdoendt riinb t he t a
Ad n-tiypedal e t hel s aan-ti igd)loee haemk nowl edge part

few of them)

1 http://journals.plos.org/plosone/s/authorship

2 http://www.cell.com/pb/assetsizéshared/quidelines/CReditixonomy.pdf

10
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<author-notes>
<corresp id="n1@1">
* To whom correspondence should be addressed. E-mail:
<email xlink:type="simple">eric.spierings@lumc.nl</email>
</corresp>
<fn fn-type="con">
<p>
Conceived and designed the experiments: EG ES JD. Performed the
experiments: ES JD MH JP MS. Analyzed the data: EG ES FC JID JP MS.
Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: ES ID MH JP MS. Wrote
the paper: EG ES.
</p>
</fn>

Fi gaAa exaumpher acontr i butsiaonmp | setiaXrMdilimenn tkada f a
Aut hoarsk Pairs

We utsl@Mlpaekage intBythkamazt7the cJdiretnri but i c
we urseegde X @r essgi ext r-amag asiardtrioet ebemert vy

paplabllsecnows t he paihssendpldaWear tfirdlmeeot separ at
commonly grouptdskaskBoin nit mACanticre ,buweedconsi
readgmatteedtrsoode oncei ved and desagnednghe tapk

on their own .

Tabliut Roars k P &a mpAretfi. cd e

Id Authors Task
1 EG; ES; JD Conceived and designed the experiments
2 ES; JD; MH; JP; MS Performed the experiments
3 EG; ES; FC; JD; JP; MS Analyzed the data
4 ES; JD; MH; JP; MS Contributed reagenfimaterialétools
5 EG; ES Wrote the paper
Theé i cbl et B8RBI7 arti cs$ egeobuernBad gaStrsah o iwm

Tab2Tah ¢ abl e suggests thaRLOX®B®H anhdat heclhest a
bel ong to the BLOBhre sdixs tjroiubruthibosn boyf ytehaors e
our data setFiigarpgsleggeandteidngeamagte @fubtl h es haerdt
beftome mitdhgeea 0 Wh eORedi T Taxloawmiyd svéd s

regulaattivmgt r ish at @one nt

TabdXourdiaslt r i bowtri camldfected author contri bu

Journal #ofhrti Rat(i%
PLoSONE 12,422 89.5%
11
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PLoSGenetics 3,919 2.8%
PLoSPathogens 3,445 2.5%
PLoSCompuational Biology 3,067 2.2%
PLoSNeglected Tropical Deases 2,783 2.0%
PLoSBiology 921 0.7%
PLoSMedicine 432 0.3%
30000 1
25000 1
=, 20000 -
&)
o
= 15000 -
o
o
L 10000 {
5000 1
0 .
2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016
Publish Year
Figaiearly distribution of articles in o

3. Zecontri bNuettow@srinkisp r ucti on
Def i nsition

Fi guirlel st f dtee@ehd c aaltliaomorpatt erns that one

caontri mettowrdsiKigpdAreev ery awtbhblrewkiakdl y on

taslrm ncgompl ete graphtddUnmdei onhiosd $adboar do
OCCuerv earsy o ncera wlass kso | |. e Btyinvie ligg 8Creever y

aut hor Iwiogtkess losn i nd e tpheanslaenngtttdryo ngi onl nof | abo
our dataset, we expefcrtonaona esa othhd owlhcolmp | £
diivwi on, while most coll aborati(eng. woul d oc

Chompat p2a0l pF20 x , &1 ¥ @HHed rf In%e)r 9,

12
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A B C

é
@ °

@ 2 @

Specialist

Versatile

Fi g8BVMededi ofiosfi olnabor -€Chn;-d ®em@mtmsi WAt or shi p net worKk
t ypoefs col |l aborators (E).

Building on this intuition, we formally col
contr i mwettowmoghke,pnwhbiechobt ai nsp emynmpdef or mi ng
proj eccttihoent askhaokehiworgkr.ocessomst dred-$cmaedt
mode priejcaavteadosno c reagytess sdl fa task is perforl
per d oancteahent r i lmwettowosdla ph nodnea urt hprresent s
(col |l aBpor atlegptewe e nmaan hotrtsat there is at | ea
t watdors coll aborated. The weight -of each
performed by ft hee ttavok aiugohpoe tstivio altmeared y

pos blef pawtihamsn edge betfweaent atshkéom sa per f or |
si npgdres v, node (widlllashbsleokampmdweit ght i s deci de
by the numberautfihera sokrsmetdh a Ansdtedwea mg e et | y.

Fi g38Drdee mo n s tc rcaotnetsr i amwett owos ki b et wse einn fooruer aut

art.i clTkeegivt of the edge (C2, C3) is three,
13
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workedrt ogetthhe ee di ff ertehnet-esteplesfkatfinsoThe wei g
i ndi ¢ dataitngdandeodelketdwoondi f felrema t asks

Typeso obab6@r at or s

Basedttcemnecti gi tejpaoccghaet aesndme dof nmtodee st hr e e
te a-ml asysepre c i, a lvdnrsls Ft sabsewim i g 3ErTee apnl asyp & re

tthse dwhdnaw@y -esdegltefls e yo rppeertFh @ s ks wi th someon
el Speciaartehes e wh os ehtdifyee( 2)n I;(yet. hge. ks, ovdteie)

finish their.Veas &adsritdh®s t Wikeo r h aewley ebso tahn ds e | f

nor mal( ee.dgg.e,s C2)

Nul bddl

Testithekpepgt edal ence of eachdwppeudf aut ho
mo d ¢ losatunten@s k cont r i:bbudead rofni gert aiwboriddrso yno &l e |

R e eld9 9abntdhEer dR®nryand o mmgd@p d°® s &9 B@myhie, 1
configur at Mptnd ndoesigenl @ e(eCsF awhdat! lieec X euch |
connections lam ec maatdionrmg ztelde net wor ks, we r €
edgBsi.al pbyojwet -ttahsiksp aaruttintcerce gmnéaph buovo oaship
net WwoerRli ga#A)dor Er dBR®nrydando mmagd@Bm, we f i x

t hneumber oh tdhddgeaguktadpdhda r andomi ze t he connec
conservdieggeehs.eqluoenntack e t he random graph r e
connectivitygyeatht hethdt waokbet ask node shou
| east one edge. After hobtwei mierg oamm ianirteijaelc
sampling to obtain a graph whdrs&ieguerey nod
4-B) By exami niensg btehtewedeinf fdehdes naccnt di atl h en ett wo n

model pyt weur measurements in a reasonabl e ¢
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Fi gdPeodurcimgdeuls OgM and.(BRRMConf i gu(C&M on model

wher edetghree e eselqatindes ar e pEredsRe@nuyeach.do(mMB)gr aph

modeERM) whertehteoh by ofu mddpgreess eivsveede r y node has at |
one connection

3.3 Research Hypotheses

Usi nghetthvavebkus 't above, we aremwmcntamgwer t hr

di vi sion of |l abor within teams

RQlls division of |l abor cofmon in scientific

To answer this gqguesteaoBsjtweolreathb bkpamrhe:
build compared t o hBERh er aenxgpbtent tgaabd mtga f h @ m

number of edges betwveah!|l autihforshandi viasikan
necedgssacriyenti fi c col | abdirsattriiobnu ttihoen gofa pahl Id e
we build will follwhwerae bt hemchameest anbavuti !l
and a nasWtaisokr i parti tSo noeunmwdfirosith esgquesalf or

this question wil/ be

HO1 Ther e nion dtiHd egreenapche densi tywdibkdri butio
aut-has k bnieptawotrrkesancaan e s .
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RQ@ Concerning the thireemtgpeastolmdncohne abor

anotmerscienti f2i ¢ coll aborati on

To answer this quetshhe odi,s twei bautei amo ocefx atmh en et
aut hamsrcirrent i &b ca @poa penrf rfeem etthr ee perespectii
exi stence of,tthleesoddlilb&imorn at @l ¢ of the publ
rasoifo timemhe publ i-tceaatmpolwasy ledissddgime n ER

model and t hemdwRe rnmeondddfdmotifpatotied r &Slws euvat i ons
nul | hey podohetshi s question wil/ be:

H2The three types of coll aborators. are equeé

H3.The ratios of the threbltppbbiobhttcohbahbhoe

ot her

H4.The ratios of the t hrhepeeblt iygwedtshom®oaol | abor
t e a mp k aeggeur asl

R . Do the three types ofskcsolilnabtohreaitror s pe:

coll abagatnesnseach ot her?

To answer this quetshhea odi,s twei &asrkes dibhraefe atnhi en e

types oferafudrhmdesde r ent i f i ca &poal plearlh o reaviveid o n

partthse fi ve cormmonm etsd s tgmesakinsd ithn aThepubl i cat
ER model and wtiHd t®RH emoodveel random factors f
obser vGaa ioounrs .nul | hypot heses for this quest

H5. The three types of tolt kEwonfmibbme ks cantri

their scientific collaborations.

H6.The three typesriodutceoldcmbalrlayt otre tcloemtl es s
16
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their scientific coll aborations.

Fol l owing the three questions above with 6
caeontributorship nepagsrmakisd hloui Ictonftromue aom

addresse gghestions and hypot heses.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4 . Qverview

Mor e 9tOh%a nof tihre @u nairded tewrsiettt en by at | east t
agreeing with the hpteviodtlsabobaenwaet isomusli es
(Gui mée r2a0l0V8u c hetty,2a0lD.g per ©d n ta ratrviercil tetseera ms
ohoome trmambdm3dPper od retahmessn® more t han 20 au
i ncl ud3i7n0g -1l thilgd reed a,r ts hcdverng bitAm n2 %h e

f olwWli ngsasalfwocus on the paperisn waurh detwese.tt

becauwseey occupy t he vaasnd matj oird teja Lvifert hteo dia

nul |l molde |Ipagerrs twith fewer authors.
led
A 10° —— team size distribution | B - Faare
Null
10-?
2.0
%1072 >
Il e
1.5
A
1.0
10-*
0.5
103
10° 10! 102 10 0.0

00 02 04 06 08 1.0
graph density

team size
Fi g6Aatoh distribut{Aandyr megmagdadmrsmiitsy ri buti on i n
autthamsk bipafBd ten gtrlag hl e gpevnadl udeeknbdrtiwensg otr toev
Smirnemdai nst the mpubhlumodébValkué&dc0opvlhue*** for
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<0.)P01

To depict the division offilcasbtccrulian es diheent i 1
nor madn aphd damr$i tatpatshko rkei parti te @nalph compa
mo dgd ner eEtraddR®myandom bi pladrettiati €.ebdE abped o w)

nor mali zed graph density is calcul ated wusi |

6 "00 _ (1)

Wh e kree pernet dsneu mtodr ed ge sp hi, m utmbb @ r g, 10 &a ntdh 8 k s
numb aot hot sO dEamotes t hemimaxi mémed-ges in ar
task biparitAdB® geppHshendnwheabm nodes shoul

beonnécted

To gemearratnaul | amodEdé&B®nryeandom bi partite gr a;
adopt ed ukD& highm &0 Gwhey@® di s the probability fo

to perf onmajathii athk domnd lali kB a tada&p eBsrjand e s
20D6st edutsi ng Formul a (2):

nes & —— (2)

I n For nmuil mhnduing re dogdges i nt able Bhupahorite graph

jj0i's the breerd msikisdritnwcalh écso!l | aborbafdor s; and

average number of tasd 8 -apuetrbrodrgiTchieeb owat or p-

use Formul ateéeél) heonoamaul zed graph density

Fi gbtBseh othvatthaeu t-h®@ s k bginpdags tiin epu re $daantgaesre t

3When using Formula (1) to calculate the normalized graph density, if either m or n equals to one, then

a ¢ | A@R .Under this situation we decide the density is one.
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var i atnltdee gir e of ,| acboommp adrheud bwtohobdted as s umes a
homogeneous cont tBybouetx amit o oenx-eaxyit difd r tahse

foundo taltartadnbgy i si oandfndadiovi snoogre @fr olbalbd re a
t han elxy elicdireodgeneousl tnumilgmodsedggest that s
tend ta@a evmplleoy vari ety popfatcbohbagblrasrmay sh e
explained by t hedeéeegrntea odfeintegoiulsiudaiugieh ovrar i at i

number ofpetrdspkan one

Fi goissheows t he gt aghoudpes stivat &yrh.z dAl fcfl eeraerntt r end
can bedobtBhaet vgr aph densi t ywodil sdt-raaustkhtoiron o f
bi partiitseorger aapnhds more di vexgewrct edr om the oe
mo dweh enramgsbweSpeci faiudc-thlobk ¥, ighh apd & |

coll aboratsd paa s d diraon beaxmp etch e dnul | model ,

mi ght suggest b&hadlobrvdmsgern degrlea gefr t eams.

19



Co-contributorshipNetworks and Division of Laban Individual Scientific Collaborations

2-author papers.

3-author papers.

4-author papers

5-author papers

2000¢ 6000
o Realss 3500] = Realss+ o Realss o Realts
1750, Hull Hul Nl 5000 Hul
5000

1500| 2000

>1250 =

§ §3ouo

£ 1000 El

g 2

£ £

0.2 . .
graph density

0.0 0.2 08 1.0

0.4 0.6
graph density

2000

0z 0.8

0.4 0.6
graph density

p

0.2 0.8 1.0

0.4 0.6
graph density

6-author papers 7-author papers B-author papers 9-author papers
[ Realt* 4000 [0 Realt 3500 0 Realt 2500 0 Realt*
000l Null 1500 Null 3000 Null Null
2000
3000 2500

T & 2500 z g

] 5 5 2000 £ 1500

£ & £ H

£ £ 1500 £

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1500
1000

-
-
-

0.0 0.2 04 0.6 08 10

1000

500

0.0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1.0

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10

-
S
Ll

graph density graph density graph density graph density
10-author papers 1400 11-author papers 1000 12-author papers 13-author papers
[ Real= [0 Realt 0 Realrer 0 Realt
1600 600
Nl 1200 Null Null Null
1400+ 800
1200:
> > > >
£1000° 4 g e 2
g g g g
g w0 H g H
[ [ &« 400 [
600+
400) 200
200
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0 X 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
graph density graph density graph density graph density
14-author papers 15-author papers 16-author papers. 17-author papers
o Realts e Realtr o Realrr 120 o Realts*
400/ nNull 250 Null 175 Null Null
150
200
>.3(10- . 125
g o &
g g g
E 200¢ E E
100 ™
50

04 06 08 10
graph density

00 02 04 06 08 10
agraph density

Frequency
v & @ ®© &
o &8 5 8 o5 &

02 04 06 08 10
graph density

18-author papers 19-author papers 20-author papers
100, o Reals 80 o Real=* o Real=s

Null

0.2 0.4 0.6
graph density

Fi g6.Geaph

Null

ol
o

0.0 0.2

04 0.6
graph density

density

Null

frdKml mogemiawtesdgai nst
<0.01, pvakFuéox0.001) .

4. Qani fiyy

I n

mes of

col

al l exaweh cve yaant i cl es

20

0.2

0.4 0.6
graph density

t he

| aborator

i nvol ve

-

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

araph density

S

t heseWt hr ee

against*nohltimedeépeyldi@amoteq
publ uemod@ pQa&fFuédvrfor

g éc tsviemnantihpee eval enbe eef ttylpe s.Fafr sctololfabor

ty|



Co-contributorshipNetworks and Division of Laban Individual Scientific Collaborations Lu et al.

calcul at e &heicolaét scoonl ol hagbt ohreagti otreenda mpei z €

k0'Y, usingl3&srfal hows:

0Y —haon i Qi DI | o Wb&@ia dpQi 3 (

whelr e s the anutawekawtfhoNsi,s athide amnutmbelre o f

wi Kdhut hdhas cohlt abbogmeaet or

A

1.0 —— i ;s A A, LK
=
i

0.8
n
> —— versatiles
.g 0.6 -—== vers;IatiI.es ERM
© —— specialists***
né ---- specialists ERM
o 0.41 —— teamplayers
© teamplayers ERM
U
= 0.2
R e
3| T —— .
o B el e

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

B team size

1.0] J—
5

0.8
1))
> —— versatiles
.g 0.6 —=- versatiles CFM
S ’ —— specialists
c —-—- specialists CFM
© 0.4 _ —— teamplayers
‘r"u ''''' - teamplayers CFM
U e
=0.2 -
Ko
>
o - -

=
0.01
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
team size

Fi guFeequency Dipsatpreiomuttaiionni nogf gi ven colt aborator

(A) against ERMamdbhi metdeCFM *nudn tnoedellegend deno

pval ue -5r pbasgsaki nst t he *mpubolrkuOeo0dse, p-v*a*l ufeor<0. 01, ** *
foprval ue ).<0. 001

Fi gosrheo wsmotshta tar tte a-fhleasy dhaasyde t hally ils0 telx prewcltle c
modél  A.Tahnedr eB)i s a sl ight i nwiedse in the

specialistgsrasibt@sdam csveerse altienclloense | ess ¢ ommon
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the diemamofaasies he fi nal gtaaé sof oodbhods ux h ar t

When compared with the E&RM marl haoombrdted s k whi
aut-has k bi psirtt iitse hfgd-teepgbimay er s ar e mor e ¢ o mn
readtrl d coll aborationsi nhakrvexpgadteesd.i nMareea
scientific collaborations. Specialists, in
suggleseéep,pl ayni n gvdhaosriexleed giaorm t wanitgcdht2 0

suggest-t edphayerons are associ &ined twiptels Dpeci

contributions in scientific collaborations

Our esadlstoggestact hatt pheval ence onfatedels aut
the expectatinaun If wmiomd @ethh & h @ BHFp eecsi faiuct hor s
contributions ilnit ndaec adithetghta & &shapgwa gntacey
tasks are perfdédeamedrbhbyebyubbe@utoidialtetsi on

pattamame ®©hhserved
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1.2y
0.150 specialist I *\ versatile _ 20 « team-player
CFM — 1.0/ 4 CFM © CFM
T 0.125] = ®
(3) ERM @0 ol ERM 015 ERM
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0.4 |
0.8
2 2 ]
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o o o
0.2
0.6/ |
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i 1 _} 0.1 0.51 CFM
1 e 1
0.000 1 o0 e nd SR W1 e
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team size team size team size

Fi g8re A) Types of <coll abor adgtorrwscti inr g uibre aMTaA s o(nnso n
pl ayevolved articles); and (C) Population ratio
right i npleoatc bacrisea bsipst s, v eplsaaytesirrirsens, bamd teaml ot
represent 95% confidernde 0i0Mt drowdlss raempe myt ed ev

To obsbwetwepes of @xlilsaeonrcaet oms sc,i ema i fic co
calcul ate thef awachgtypaeadmbnk rtceoa nhsa bhoyr atteoarns s

using Hprasl ol |l ows:

66 —hov i/ QoANaidi Q@R O dQiQ ¢ 1 4

whetr s t he naumsb ewi tohfk, ttefdond sshiez stuontbaelr o f

col |l abiokautodopabl.Tbat res sl tAs siumg gkeisgu rteh at |,
average, e arcsh graguenrd cl.nd BT gnpe ei aleirstag i | .53
rest-pt eawérrishteeam si ze i s. gSpeeactiefrit ¢tad adny ,f iwhee n
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Siize smalkihetenneg mibdrespal i sts i ncheasesraadaoadg
oteam si ze andwhpecahk si satwed.l1 captured by bot
team siesgrownm@muendbler of specialists fluct
wher e @&« ptelcdated by ERMsbowhit g8A-l®e fdti)mi ni s h
Versatiles are more preval ent ,etshpagnyisapeci al i
among s mesl.| avihtemearao W= r tg lmev,ea argumboef versatil e
continues decreasing t o OBEe3shi dpedse stphhspte,r t h e
decreasing aweraspd inembem t eams, It is sti
ERM, i n haeleire@hlmpm umboef versatil est lkeeamssdeel i ni
i's | artgeenrT@éhmwhems nat e t hien pacite rcti ipfaite omol | a
which is well captuifbd ERMoonultwmodel | omb g
nmber a@fsst gmkmehitl e the CFM model sets some
sincestricts how many tasks one author wou
participants are involved for each individ
situnRiips8k awi t h t he two nul It hneordee | esx, i swte sctoru
di viosti aotmotdhtah eamre st i | | more specialists and
expect rfanodo m h@eaage t boearoiddbawbfh@odber of
versatiles al ong wiitsh urhdee ri snscer necheshet boef tt cetaan
number of tasks will,saoimeh amaeyh acnoslulnd b ani a teed
more with othare wmbee them membeasoer Howeve
unchad mnmunbfe sgdembabkti st taelswatyhsastt tshodmaed t as ks
should be completed individually; the exi s
envi r ormmernvtyb ccfodTIhabins. t ibnecttweoenn t her Eagures o
pl ayersefbor| d heol |l aborati on $eexaingdd EErRdVen ndi c e
team plsayeorts because of small teams or | i mi
coll aborapaomniscbluar fpur posWes dred tmdroe us t (
intedesh undéestsamdichgr ewlhdn stchentiinvel vtea
heterogeneous S@miwdabobe ahehmchc wkhkleabor at ed
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bynt gaprhayeplstolnre@adaavge number of three differ
among #ahaenaiifmiggBB.e | n tglreenmetremdm structure i s (¢
nomegrmayers aenmemt atédamdidifzes: 1.25 speci al
versatiles on aver-agayveoatdlawi oetatne hm en cal eusdte st
one or -ttegahanyoenr s t o perbDesm ttdhet matr eswhaer ht
grow | argeartijameninfesphayer s, specialists or
could contri@Buwiggetsd etdhdyt dfdplasmeger sar kg ms

are dotmi Inmtt eegm. The nul | model s, however, (
from the real coml babddadamtde emeni hetaims 1 eal ud
nomegrmhayers, tvlhaarieamceegnbebmg, espamsal |l y f

whose ezt @alhan

We continwe hoawvepapblusati on ofcdlhlealhdirraeteons p
amoabl the .puWe iadtimf@yna nd ¢&a) cubhite of
col | akCogriavtetne domi( s i mei ngb5 Faoarsmulod | (ows

Y6 —haov i f Qo ANAId ®OOdneE O ol Q ¢ . (5)

whelr s t heoftheawmdistre a mk s idxted s he ntuontbaelr o f

col |l abiokautolroried ghel reauil o#Hs aofs FEhremulea u( t
fréamr mB@)I ano(r mal i z eadc cboyr ¢t sehagrik gs g B@)Sm ¢ e
thethors in oarewhoktedgdstmbepgapuleati on chart
these coll aboratoras cregfilaen{ ashoiwr eeeggupas]| i

coll aborators) have been played in scienti:

Fi g8&#Cdke monst matne sprhtahyeetr s ar e t he minority i

coll aborations, as suggestprar taibowlhegm etsepaent i
size grows, tbkeamanigocol | aspepieédltmatdidbops f
per ¢ dmtea mesitnabl e; the ratdsfa oopeboeestdti |l es al
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per aemmt rsesmaibh e.| alyeearns, on the contrary, sho
keeping i ncr e aseendfer oar qaqierocc @¥®5h46Br t wo nul |

model sl y capture this trend.

To sumampayer snaaomaob ttrhateocrisent i fi c coll abor a
tea-ml ayer sni anle utthjegey wi delmyletsXas s z @i mor e
t hanaeal sexi st 1 n (dsd lzgee g efriguwentsrine labh § ma & |

and gtadabloe

Apossi blfeorrgshseom Iss ¢ hadat moame® team members e
| abor and $Smecthal RzMBRAOHh @whtph aamg - out non
tepmayefaeame of t heyveashisn psensaflolremre dt ebams c ar
di stributmdméembexsyr aateaamitayngr $ orRengarditn
speci al i z eetaneomb, erssontcean focus omeparetmbeulsar
are added tFoort hiencstytesirataoan e leient wad vi sor and adv
besisdepdawitshe advneothakay upl somwewravaskg

and data analysis to accelerate the resear:
invol ved, the adviandr fomd yisisqupprdewier e t i me
advi sees ampgl if wattdihcery col | aborators can sha
adso(rBr ay 18 ywhaeln ,t he advsipseocra actlo uslhde boet hae r

col |l abor at orte a-mh asy.£ ubnecstii doent @ls$ @ dooodrra It boer e d
invited to the team t 8p epceiréfbopren® ssaod mes tsspeci a
propo@ed RiONL P . The beneddi wimdf tl hhiborevwvamldut i
speci adlciaznatiinocnr ease t he pr oduhcotwiewietryge of a t
coll aborat drhsec abiiRedglket maogh ngbaechger ,

Gr aves, &l 9Peddskichcaing |o( Ea all9ddy3gwhi ch means

col | aboofrt mtaonrtdoe @ come i ncreasingly | ess pro
teamcr.édasvever, this increasiegcshendancpynof

i ndt od excessivemiyglkxxtkea dtealgeom wahslgieat i on o
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