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A Peep into International Science Communication in Its 10-year
Research Trend: An Analysis Based on Science Communication
during 2008 and 2017

Wang Guoyan Yue Mengmeng

( Department of Science and Technology Communication and Policy, University of Science and Technology of

China, Hefei 230026 )

Abstract: The research analyzes 354 papers published from 2008 to 2017 in the international
authoritative journal Science Communication. The temporal and spatial distribution, author and
coauthor, affiliation, citation and keyword are analyzed in detail. The application of diagnostic tool
VOSviewer reveals the research hotspots and evolution trend in the field of science communication.
Specifically, in the past ten years, international science communication research evolved from the
framework of news reports, traditional media, scientific literacy, biotechnology and other traditional
issues, to new topics such as science communication from the perspective of new media, visual
communication, the forefront science and the public, risk in new technology, etc., which has become
new hotspots in the international science communication studies in recent years.
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Development Status and Characteristics of Science Popularization
Micro-blog: An Empirical Study Based on 14 Mainstream Science
Popularization Bloggers

Dai Xinzi Yu Zhizhen
( College of Teacher Education, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062 )

Abstract: Weibo is an important channel for science popularization. This paper selects 14 mainstream
science popularization bloggers as research samples and uses Python to collect information, takes
into account micro—blog communication index, and interactive data, and finally analyzes the
development, trends, and characteristics of science popularization bloggers. The research finds that:

science popularization micro—blogs are on the rising development, there are big differences among
different bloggers, and there are endlessly rising stars of bloggers. The spread of science popularization
micro—blog relies on the social network between bloggers and fans, bloggers and bloggers. The types
of micro—blogs, manifestations, content, styles, interaction might be important factors affecting the

effectiveness of science popularization. In a nutshell, suggestions are given concerning how science
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