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Hacettepe University Libraries
Establishment – 1958
Two libraries

Hacettepe
Medicine and health sciences

Beytepe
Science, engineering, social sciences, humanities …

Number of potential users - ~ 25,000
Number of full-text electronic journals: 9997 
Year 2006 subscription - 46 databases

Role of the ANKOS
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Serial Expenditures in ARL



Budget of HU Libraries
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Usage of Databases
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Usage of ScienceDirect by Year
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Type of Downloads
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Distribution of Downloads to 
Journals
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Journal titles Downloads
N % N %

72 4 95,284 33.2
209 12 95,683 33.4

1456 84 95,657 33.4
1737 100 286,624 100



Top Ten Journals
Journals # of downloads
Lancet 4640
Journal of Chromatography A 3310
Biomaterials 2680
Food Chemistry 2597
Gynecologic Oncology 2562
American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology 2159
Journal of the American College of Cardiology 2152
Fertility and Sterility 2143
Analytica Chimica Acta 2083
Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation 2024



# of Downloads & Journals
# of # of journals cumulative 

# of journals
# of usage cumulative 

# of usage
downloads N % N % N % N %

1-10 327 18.8 327 18.8 1631 0.6 1631 0.6
11-25 267 15.4 594 34.2 4482 1.6 6113 2.1
26-50 237 13.6 831 47.8 8723 3.0 14,836 5.2
51-100 266 15.3 1097 63.2 19,176 6.7 34,012 11.9
101-200 246 14.2 1343 77.3 35,227 12.3 69,239 24.2
201-300 140 8.1 1483 85.4 34,099 11.9 103,338 36.1
301-400 71 4.1 1554 89.5 24,932 8.7 128,270 44.8
401-500 41 2.4 1595 91.8 18,399 6.4 146,669 51.2
501-750 61 3.5 1656 95.3 37,770 13.2 184,439 64.3
751-1000 40 2.3 1696 97.6 33,628 11.7 218,067 76.1
> 1001 41 2.4 1737 100 68,557 23.9 286,624 100
Total 1737 100 286,624 100



Subjects & Usage
Subjects # of 

journals
%25 %33 %50 %75 # of 

usage
average 

usage per 
journal

Chemistry 104 4 6 12 27 31,939 307.1

Pharmacology 90 5 7 13 27 26,588 295.4

Neuroscience 114 7 10 18 40 26,293 230.6

Medicine 514 15 25 49 130 117,998 229.6

Chemical engineering 77 3 5 9 19 17,352 225.4

Biochemistry 307 12 19 37 85 64,387 209.7

Materials science 122 4 6 12 29 21,231 174.0

Earth sciences 91 3 4 8 20 15,761 173.2

Agricultural sciences 154 4 5 10 24 24,917 161.8



Distribution of Downloads to 
Medicine Journals
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Correlations Between Impact 
Factor & Download Frequency

All journals – Pearson’s r =.177, p =<.01 
Nursing journals –

Pearson’s r =.756, p =<.01
Psychology journals –

Pearson’s r =.395, p =<.01
Environmental science journals –

Pearson’s r =.389, p =<.01
Most frequently downloaded top 30 journals –

Pearson’s r =.708, p =<.01



Discussion and Conclusion
Distribution of downloads to journal titles fit 

Bradford’s Law of Scattering
The overwhelming majority of journal titles 

were downloaded infrequently
Impact factor can be useful about usage of 

electronic information resources
Impact factor is not only indicator of the 

usage
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