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A FE K BB 5T (Glenn, 2005) 5 9 1] 35 &5 7 1 (Singer & Willett, 2003), P& 11 & #i8 SC R
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Lewis et al., 2023; Zhou & Volkwein, 2004) . FJH Scopus H Y SCHk &2 H oo EdE, 185 Tk A 38 M4
AU BE R K &R0 AR T 2000 45 F1 2010 4F Y 142,776 44 Fl 232,843 4 Bl22 K R & 2 id %
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B34 %, A4 % (Marek Kwiek ) % : #H3 A A A A AKX OECD B R B X ENM BT RibH &

R RER, #ESh T R R BN 5T 5 2 ) 48 (Kashyap et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2023; Wang & Barabasi,
2021) o I ECHE I 25 1Y e AR AT 58 8 A5 LUK 20 B B 00 DA B 38 S e R4 MR T2 T, Jd o X 2
A7 R R LB B, RE B LA DT A 2E R R AL SR A 2 A AR Y AC B
Wil o M A, A BT T AE 5 T LA e A 1) BIF 5 ok kb S, DA 1] A5 AT DB R A N Y A R A TR B A
AF o ORI it S G A ST N 5 7 A BROR [ 52 2 TN 2 R AR JEEAT T 2 IUESE (loannidis et al., 2014;
King et al., 2017; Lariviére et al. 2013; Milojevic et al., 2018; Nielsen & Andersen, 2021; Nygaard et al., 2022;
Spoon et al.,2023) ,

REAEWT TR WY, g N A TR AFTE B 25 AR 22 5 2 PR RIIE N B3 AN AR 8 1 o T v 2 R A
HORA R He A v T M, X — B R AR R N BT SR M 22 S 10 48 IR 3R T B
(Blickenstaff, 2005; Deutsch & Yao, 2014; Goulden et al., 2011; Preston, 2004; Shaw & Stanton, 2012), W57
TE 7 e b SE B OUE G0 s L —, 9 M A% 49 A W T A 5 %o I e R 285 (B Bl o 42 A i) PR JIR) A 44, 3
it 38 4~ OECD & Z B 2% G A2 T i P 1] 38 B AHE , 2R 40 20 i 2 Rt Ak B b i i 2k sh 248 H ., @
B 30 4 BRSCHR 3 B0 A A MRS A A AR IO P W B b B AT AT o X R R 3K B B SR
KR TR BEIRAT T i I 25 RUBE, A A BRI N B30 2% 0 1 1) 22 S 3t 1 3 1 SIS BR Al

— EHRER: BUMER. TURERSRERNATRE

e 5B M 2 L MR 2R SR N T R 2% R A U B 24 T I 22 B8 Bk K (Preston, 2004; Wohrer,
2014) o AR, B ARG PRGN Lt £ G S AE R, L AR R i g “ 7% 7 1 T
VES BT SCA | 3E LGRS T AR 5 A2 0 - 7 DL R AR 27 R A o DL 3 A= & 55 3] ( Cornelius et al.,
1988; Goulden et al., 2011; Maranto & Griffin, 2011; White-Lewis et al., 2023 ) , XS5 F BRI F AR F
Fh B L SRR g BRI SR, S I IO 2 R U T A D T . A PR TE R R E AR IR
Br AR L 5 72 E PRBHIFG AR« 2 W g 30 ) & SC R s 95 IR S5 5 T A 1 45 34 T 5 il i A K 1Y
BRI A 7 FVRUE 22 3% 1 946 28 (Hammarfelt, 2017; Kwiek & Roszka, 2021a, 2021b; Shibayama & Baba,
2015; Sugimoto & Lariviére, 2023; Tang & Horta, 2023) . £ K Z % STEM #8450k, Lot A p9475 2 55
F FHIRE— Z 147 % KM% (old boy networks ) & 1 ) “ FE A 4l (Santos et al., 2020) ,

JSAE BV LR 7 5808 2R B L B 3 m ——TE I R R IR SC R AR h, =002 — 1)
FHRIF SUE MOl A AR IR Y, 32507 4R IR ) O SCRF 7 2000 48 BRI Y SR Bl ) ——(H 22 7t
30 A g L PR 57 2k F 8 T 58 M (Preston, 2004; Kaminski & Geisler, 2012) 45318 Hit A% 7 (leaky
pipeline model) 5 “ FE¥% S i 156" (chilly climate hypotheses) f# B¢ T STEM <L p9 M5 22 7. i T & PEm
I B4 2R eV B, 27 AR P 8 T 4 A B B A7 1 M A A T 2K ( Blickenstaff, 2005; Goulden et al., 2011;
Shaw & Stanton, 2012) , Tl 78 1 FE A 32 W00 19 TAE B 2 BHAG 20 38 5K A & A BRE A2 JE (Cornelius
etal., 1988; Spoon et al., 2023 ) ,

AT M Y A 7R 4 7R 2 AR PO & JR 1) T B AR AR AIE - BRI N B BI0 2ok 28 0 i 2 R A TR B B R R
JR, o PR 445 4 1 i A 1 57 4R Y 2E R I . STEM S5 2 MBI 25 1 I 11 © FE38 SRl v ” oA 24
Az AL —— A 57 B 2 4 e B Lo e oy P A IS 00 G 2 N 2 IR, B 5 56 20 )2 1 1 ) 4 A 2
i (P 20 L 48] ) R AR P 2 P MR B R K AR e M S i UL % D G BBk (Maranto & Griffin, 2011, pp.
143—146) . HASTE &2, 8 108 e B2 1 BOR B (8 C 78 52 B b A5 0 900k, A 02 7 Wi e 4 el 1) ¢ 531 1
PR T IS

A Pk R A 10 SCHR L 5 B R LA (Branch, 2016; Fox, 2020) : Bl “45 38 ™ 9L 56 7 19 J2 A4
N, TR B AR A G TE WA NI AL Y L R854 o i LAk e SR A A h L, 27 R A= T i
h TR 8 3 2 B B, G0 T EE O T T R ] S A0 2% I B 1) 45 R PR 55 5 5 DUDHE 2 AR R TR AL A ik
TR 0 2 1 i L R, 35 E A s e R IR BB BRI A AL R B AR T G R A A AU E5 R L 3R AT 3
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ADIAERHF G B & R (Fox & Kline, 2016, p. 63) o
I R g I T R Wy B2 ) DA R S B AR 2 1] B ELBE K & (Xie & Shauman, 2003) .

HH & SCHRBE T 55 A2 0B T o MERMIE B A IRERAE 22 55 (R AR T BRI, A B a8 IE T A9 “ B
F1 8 B B AR b AN BRI AR AR L R TR G JRUBR: o 3 ol e AT R e 4 e e B A B T IR b
B, BT ot egd | WA ERER N SRR R ZH T ARG AR F L. HE” R E
By NG A MR B AE S B N7 (Fox & Kline, 2016, p. 57) , Fia £ 1835 4 2 XEE J7 18 19 17 Ak B 7l 15
=E AR PNV Sk 1 B 3 2 b AR B B AL B, SOK i D 7 R A5 AL RO B B Lo R S ATk (n
BT 20 L AR | A RE AR R ) o X FE A R BRI R R H AR IT A
S, AL XA R AT B AR B T S MLARIAR R A9 TR BE 3 9] (Branch, 2016, p. 7) o

A B AR AE AR R ) SR R A R e (R B B A SRR AR i ——RD O TR AR
FRE2E WER AR AR 22 A0 | W2 2 BN G b AR B4 K (B By | T H LA S 5 58 1k Ay
TR ZIMR OCHR ) s FE ., & 20 T B B A, T X Lot Rk HER {5 B (Branch & Alegria, 2016, p.
8) o “HFIE” M I AN A NGBl A A PEAR I AL U PR A 4 i B BOR 2 5 B Bt A B R B v Y
BB, FLBOHE Jr 2 S (3 B R A BRAE ) —— B 5 A O A B SR AT A S AT I R (Xie &
Shauman, 2003, p. 7), 35 Kz A HRL B B 52 it £ M BT 7k S (Fox & Kline, 2016, p. 63) . 5 ItA
B2, AR B o A R AN TR N 67 B B A 1 25 2k AR, B o3 B B A B [ B2 SR A 1) A 4 S Ak R
TAESES . X FREESEB T, B AR, W&t H o SR TAE R SEPR 42158
Bio WS K AL SUN I LR 0L . A5 D47 A5 2800 3 Sk So b e SO T AL 8N T 2 FEAL (RN
RZEM) AT, JFRABH AR M g 27 T ERAR RO A AT A AR R A S A A e
2 TR A RS B T, A 5 R R sl Lo RHTE R A AL G 5 P T T A BRI S R X
CUNHE S = s B T AR B S R A i R R ) 5« BRAR 90 A DU = 5K 2R e 1 o 32 T4, 4k B R ML
X 51 L LSRR il TR ) AN 745 Al B R A [ 1 ( Branch, 2016; Fox & Kline, 2016) .

eI, W WA DX a3 A S e 50l o3 B T LA € e R 5 2 R A U 3 P s A5 R P 1Y) B RS
7 MR o IR TRk S B i A S EEA AR T —— R R SR BE S M, (R L HRY KR U 24 A il
FEAL I 41 2125 1F M 2% (Fox, 2010) o BHEIF T/EAS 5 _E 2 4 AR BME 5 9 JRAR S 1 41 23 33 72 (Fox & Mo-
hapatra, 2007) . PRI, fiff AT o 1 2 R Hb 07 06 200 28 3 AR 2 1T, 3R G 7% S LT e MLA I 2 8RR 1E . IE 4
Fox (2010, p. 1000) ik “Bhaf TAEMARAS LU At S ME 207 . X B2 2N R R T HE T 9T 10
AR ST RFGE 9 H S A . mT TR 98 A9 25 () | 64T BUPLA FRAS A0 DA ml R il DA M TAE 5 R g
Z RN AE, X A s 5 B TAEM S 5 BRI . BB RG “ AN “RRAE” 3 S, L RRHIE
N G0 IR FE MRS SCAR BN 5 i 25 BL 415 Bl o g 2R A3 A 48 1 RHIF L B3 X6 4 8L BR B v i YO A 51
B A 72, T LL3E 3 9 A ok A 2 (D Fox & Mohapatra, 2007, p. 141) .

JOE TR DU, 2 AR A A 55 0T LS AN 2 AL 22 10 19 43 AT 245 5 e e, 58 AR 9T LR vl
A 5 PRI AR — R A TG 56, 7 2 B A8 k3l B, AR SC B 5 B SR R AR Y, SR R e i
AN ECE o AR SCTE KA 5 LA B0 43 BT AR S I A8 & L B SCk T i A5 8 2 A A AR AE
AR, WICEE T A A IR T TAE 7 & 2 (R SUIE L E PR 20 “ TAE 7). X
6 T ) 53 BT e B AR R EA T — R SRR A R il (R, AR SCREAS AR S Xt KAE AR 4 R AT
A AR BRER R, TGN 1 2 BT ke e A T R I N 2 5

Z ARG ERBEESHNERARHOXEBEA E

BILFA T 52 )2 1T A ) 25 A A T 2R BR G 35 ml Bl Ak 0 AT, 3k — W 9 35 5 1 0 15 25 T 2 BRA AR B8s
J2E V18 T JCAR BB AR I ok Ok i 22 19 NPT A8 P 5 A R ok AR BB R 2 5 AT A BIE 5 SR LA
NABATTAE G BR 22 AR 75 T B 51 SCR2 M A 4 1 {5 8, (Kashyap et al., 2023; Wang & Barabasi, 2021), iX A i
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FEA BRG] (2 AR Ol A= PSR 1 T AT AR . B8 B L 0 B BRI AR RE ) i AR L Boat 2Rt
PRI 5 v T g b ) 5 A A B, S B0 A G 2 AR IR £ A 5 TH P B SE EO, Hd A NEN R IR
Z BB 5% S AN [R] A B O v B2 40 el 5 L 22 ] ) 22 57 (King et al., 2017; Nielsen & Andersen, 2021; Sug-
imoto & Lariviére, 2023) . KAVEHRAE LML T 0RE A9 B8 T R K 308 LR A MRl 22 K 1L e fm S &
HEZE (Liu et al., 2023), 3R 2z F00l0 0938 BR B0 4008 7T T 2 4070 . RS HU $E R 27 19 8 1AL
F (Wang & Barabasi, 2021, p. 1) . IUAE, B ME T AT 15 19 15 & B0 A2 W AATE 8T 19 R BR M (Liu et al., 2023;
Sugimoto & Lariviére, 2023 ), {H RGIRR M T L7 2 B2 RIK 24 AR K& 3 D7 s B RO & R 4071 B 48 1%
Al e
(—) BZEAAREBAERER

SR, TCie R TE 2SRV N I 2 N2 EL AR A, FRIE B A X B F R A7 3 — 47 4 T B
I8 o AEGEAETE SCHR XS 33X — [R) R A PR 1 3 223 /N R 8 BB 9 (R 2 2 5 TR A MR 9T ), 808
A 3 7R A 20 I AR A 11 22 4E 3 L2 )T 5% (Rosser, 2004; Xu, 2008; Zhou & Volkwein, 2004) . 4l White-
Lewis 45 (2023) %} 2015 4F 2 2019 4E 1 [7] 2 289 44 3¢ [& 5 AL B HREUM HEAT T SEUE TR A o BRI, X 28
58 3 15 RS HPOME AR 0 B b i) o M B R B L s T 38 vk, OF B AT TAE S5 AR R F
iy, Lotk B R YL TR B By 52 TAES7 T 48 Bl 0 52 (Spoon et al., 2023) o FRATTAAF 57 45 AL FEARUE L T il
1) — 0 3 [5] 22 4 fF 5 (Spoon et al., 2023) o %A A 9 4598 02 Lo METE 25 Ol By BB P2 R R L
] oA b T B, AR R PR Rt

ZBRIAS RS R 38 1o O B HR 1) 7 (faculty departure intentions) (Zhou & Volkwein, 2004) . “ 251
7 17]” (intentions to leave) (Rosser, 2004) . “ZIfiji 8" (faculty turnover) ( Ehrenberg et al., 1991) F1 “ Z U i
2R 7 7] ” (faculty turnover intentions) (Smart, 1990; Xu, 2008 ) &% Bl 22 A A W R AT i 5E . HRZE
B 5T AR AR SR — LR, b S Bl R T35 E . Milojevic et al.(2018) (MR 52 2 41 41, A1)
RIS RIOLAF B A G i 3 20 P SOk T i Bl , R AT T askiu B e . IR R
W, 2ot s Z0 Y B MR B 5 22 AR SO AR BEAH G, B 3 55 1 RN e MR FE R BE B AT 7 TR A T 7, 2R
AR L PEARAE E FEL 2 A D, F 90 SRR AR A BR (Xu, 2008) o SR, 27 22 R AR H 22, (K2R
AR 2E R 25 B RIS R ) 28 BE AT X, 22 R IR 58 At i BL 25t & AN R] (Zhou & Volk-
wein, 2004) .

A AWEGEAE 2 80 AR 2R 35 00 R 1 1 50 e 20 A ] 0 W 5 B, TS e B AT A B R A e
(Rosser, 2004) . %35 B AE S BT H AT AIALIG 52 2] 2 R0 8 1 i 094 2h, T 40 = RIE &R A EURE
fE A NFRER TAEZ Ty o XS PR R S5 M 2008 53 T/ T ARG B 5, ks g5 R B . Ml T & 52
BN Z R AN 2= A Sh, BT RIPLAE o N ER IR 2R AL A RN G2 R Ak v ol R0 5822 /4 AR L )
LHAVRRAE (AN 78 T2 N TAEZ Dy (Chn TAE & L AR 7= R R ) o AR R 46 Ah il i % . 4b
TER . ML 2 L B LS R BE R R 45 . NP R R L350 o T AR B X L U R L, A

5 M) 5 PR [ 5 A0S DR 2R A gk T 2 a5 ) 55 29 MR 2 1] ( Zhou & Volkwein, 2004, p. 144—147) .

A5 RO 3 B0 9 R T B B AR S AT A AR BRI Al AT A it R 1 4 R RN Al 4 R A% 4 1 T 3
{l (Ehrenberg et al., 1991) . M35 BERE, MRIEHr 0 454, 1T RE & H B0 [A) %) 25 BR B 2« AE 3 e 22 1R
BONPIBUA R, A2 7 ) d e 2 3 AT R AT ] T B O (R SR A o 75 37 P Aok A0 ), T 7 38 7 2 R R I LA
rh AR AR A A AT RE A ) T B T (IR R A AT 98 45 5 [R) A LU 357 i A ) (Ehrenberg et al., 1991, pp.
107-108) . Smart(1990) A& B, BHIF A [H] B4 . BHIF 7™ i 200C% 8 = 19 55 M 2 B BORN D B R R T i,
T 357 06 0l B AN R A B 3R B T A 52

TIF 5 1R A5 20 8 HR 2% ol () ME A A 2R A 468 1 007 R0 “ 77 CH T2 R TAE 7 7 A9 R AiF R0 5 | 200
BT R B SN RPURRRAE ) o SR, Q0 SR HE 7 2R BT A, IR A R 2R A 2 R e v A R 2
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R A% (White-Lewis et al., 2023) o &5 FF Bh27 50 It AL 4G TAE 5 45 35 19 °F- 4 5] 8 (Rosser, 2004; Smart,
1990) . T AR, T %K (Zhou & Volkwein, 2004) | [F] 55 Fl T4 & [a] B (Wohrer, 2014) LA & TAE 7
A4 2% #5240 ( Preston, 2004; Smart, 1990) Fl% 45 1) TAE 5L il ( Cornelius et al., 1988; Spoon et al., 2023) .

“ESTTALA T RN B T Rb A AL B TR R )R SE R A B T P e ” (White-Lewis et al., 2023) Z [A] 7
HEELEMMEZES . AU B FRE R Rl i AR HAEF AR L kR CE BN AR A
A5 BT ST B T SR 8 2 AR B & R G O, B A A S R A B R A RS, X B
AR T ALRG RS TEmE, B TR A AR R REEE T TR R RN ET R .

(Z) BIESHE: EXEREREGEMEEST

BlFAEPE R DA S — R R ERFM, NERERFHR G L RF, BREMNER
FAF, AR ZAE LT, 55l Jof 1Y & R F A0 B B2 A5 1k L R [ S F . ABEoRH, 2000 4E
R F S RLE RN T 2000 4 BAF, 73X A BAF v, 554 R Lo M) 2 5K DR [) 194 5 B 328 4 326 347 Uk
o B TR Rk R A S AR o — A SR, I BT B AR A B I R E AT 43 BT (Allison, 20145 Mills,
2011), BAR“BEIFREA" X — FHE#) Z #R (Geuna & Shibayama, 2015; Preston, 2004 ), {H DL {5 1|
HE A A A A B R R X — S o R AT A A S T AT I A . BRI AT, BE Tt R A
KA 2 [ 7 o5 A B A T i i

FEAEAE AT, BRI IR 5 S D A %) B[] TS () 325 85 O (Mills, 2011) o ASBIF 5 6 1 Y
B REE BRGSO S, i S AR R RS — . B IR R E R )
5 JE B FR 0 A A7 B [E] (survival time) o 2B A7 20 BT 9 2 L 58 11 85 R J& A Kaplan-Meier 4 1 45 77 15} (8]
(Mills,2011) . Kaplan-Meier i 715t (1) il 2 K& — R VAR & BEAS SR KBRS . B ss i) — 257
IR HEF LS AT A S D% SRR GRAR A 5T T, — LeRl 22 GAE o8 0 () 4k 252 % 3R SC o, AR © 5
FER2E B B8 SC, AT T A 28 D3 B R 24 AR S5 ), a5 2 87 108 W RR Ry A I R O . XA AR
NI K, FRATT L BEARAT B M5 B, 23 T A 16 I 5 445 AR A e Je — 4 B3 19F 9 465 AR A0 AT fuf 15 i)
2 PTG, (LA =R 22 g B[R] IR AT

B, B — IR A R SCEE R H I 2019 4R 802 5 BYAE 2 #bR 0 S I 28 W EAE (BRI AE 2020 4F
o2 5 A R B TP R ) o B AE R VA B T Rl A s B e R 2R B, Mol Jq kRS H
WA 2018 4F (ARic Jy 2019 4F B JF Bl B0 s8I0 2% 52 461 2 i () B 260 2 2% AR Wl A D ke 4y
AF4y (2000 4 BAF1 R 2000 45, 2010 47 BA 1 R 2010 45 ) F1 B 76 R} 27 000 28 - 4 03 i W0 208 , 2¢ 11 4y
WA IR 2019 AR B R (IR 5 — IR E R SCEE R H A SE AR B TR RL 22 B H P ) .

X A, iE HSF [ [B] R 1) 070 46 R 2 SR B3 A 4 A 3 — B 8] DX B) P9 5 TR R 22 B B K7 T
— s ) DX 5] P9 BE FERL 2 B BR A 5R  3  H 4 S s TR) (] B 22 A 0 i e ) DX R) P A T A A A A R A
e, AT LA H X — s [ (R B PN A B 28 A7 (Malls, 2011) o

AHEE T BR A B I, AR 5% 0 A0 3 1 A B0 7 b P RLJEE ) 28 (3% 5 38 1> OECD [ A W ds ), 2 T
WA 7] 6 P8 2 5 IR TR . R —E RV A Z0r 5, SEET m 2 B, 2ARHS: BT Y
PR AR . AR ITZ T, ANl A RS R R B E SRR AR KA R, RaER T
BHOE N 51 5 2F B 2h 5 M0 25 5 0 D B vk AR R AL . R LA R R, AR SE SR H Scopus $iE
PEAE A LA Ak . T HE HL 28 5 4 O 1 ) K0 TR, F 5T AT A4 3% Gt A R 48R 1 5 (B — st O )
o S A A T 9 vk (22 I ST O ), A EE T 2000—2022 AF 1] 4 £ AR B B2 G BB I
SIS o BIF S R v U 2 PR [R] [ SR AR [R] (0 BIF 9 728 B FRRUE I 7 20y X, BB T 24 1A
PRTROUL SO | I B 1) A S5 Ry 0 o3 A 4 B B 2R 5 2 7

(=) BIEEMEER: N\HMYTHEF THRAZRIMEER

A 5T T Scopus KU 2 H 2000 4F 2 2010 4 8] 1 K & 222 AR B BB B AR Sk T
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B, RGEFIE T 0] 8] B N 3K AR A 721G s i AU RRAE . IR RE AT 55 2,127,803 G ER2E 3, H
AR P 55 ARl AR HEIL I Scopus 1EE FRIAAT (Author ID) SEEURE MESCEK, A B E K . B0 1
PO AR A A 4 8 T AT S 504 K hil (Baas et al., 2020) . BFFTHEZR AN 1 FTos, REAS BEAR 24 R 4
PEAL 2 R 4 S AL 2200 2R 2000 4F T 5 A 98 A2 T 19 2 B BEAR, A5 00 Dk 2010 4F 3 A 22 AR 85038 1 38 4 )
i, N OR B B, AR REAS N T LA 0 3 S A A A SR R R 2 K Tl RRAE
2 /DA E RIS (B BGE S0, g B R B e N & TG 1E S kK R4 Z1(OECD) i 51 [, M B T
A AR EAE A AR oA B s 2 vk, AR OER A TR L BOR D TR B 5B E (STEMM) o 3 Fp
XU X RS T AU E T 24 AR A= i A 9 2l 548 4k, B8 R 20 Bt -1 AT (] 42 BRI TEUA: 724 Jm) 1 i A0 B 1t
TR A

2000

MK 2000 4EFFIR, ELFERR:

2010

M\ 2010 4FEFFEE,

Scopus s 1 BER

N=45 656 756

1

N=45 029 627 E R N=44 442 869
2000 4EFFUR A& K11 2010 4EFF IR &K1
B2 N=627 129 RIEFR N=1213 887
T 2 0T h ,F EVEPY
ELE R N=554 365

E R BR: N=309,593

{UBR &AL H
B/ N=82 580

S IR R
Bl2E5E N=317 536

q

B/ IR R

Bl2E5 N=659 522

{UBRZE WL HE
BRI N=297 332

l

ZHHAERK
Fl2#R N=234 956

LEHAEZFI
FHFZR N=362 190

(LR P _ P 5L 51
TR/ N=68 419 MR/ : N=83 272
W E TR R R AR e RE R
N=166 537 N=278 918

{LHfiE STEMM 228}
FBR/Ie: N=23 761

|
1

{5 STEMM 2%}

Wit STEMM “2R4 MR/ : N=46 075

BHEZ N=142 776

¥

W72 STEMM 2£8}H 1)
Bl N=232 843

&

&N H 2000 BAFI T NEL 2010 BAF
N=142 776 (N = N=232 843 (N i [ii¥)=
2702 356) 2286 816)

B 1 20005 () F12010 F (F) BERBEANFIELE

ABFFEMAR Scopus B 1 1 T 4325 R 58 (ASIC) /& LI 16 > STEMM - R 174325, Bk f
i RS54 FH (AGRD | AEWL2E 55 F AW 2% (BIO) . fb% T.# (CHEMENG) . {£*% (CHEM) .
THEALEL2EZ(COMP) | #iER 517 A2 FL2#(EARTH) | B8 (ENER) ., T.#(ENG) . 55 #}2% (ENVIR) | %72
JE 5 A Y (IMMU) | #18HERHE (MATER) | 302 (MATH) | BE24(MED) | # £&#2%(NEURO) | £}
24 55 P22 (PHARM) | M7 H2E 5 K 02 (PHYS) o WFFEXTREAR P g Bl 22 R b 47 TR 2R B
DL AR 22K R 2l i AR Rk 23T a8 S 08 tolk) 474y i Wt
o, VEMA IR E o P8 Bk I A RO X TR S M ) AR o 2O . O Rl ATIE R
19t R A 3 N 23 B B AR IR 1) (Science-Metrix, 2018), 76 KA £ F BF 92 v, 1 FHAE & itk 4 135 8 4
WP R M — P AT B T B o SR, SRR AR AE SR BRI s — 2 i SR B R S ]
AR 44 8 1 SC L A9 Bt ] | 4503 ] G [l i A2 Ay = J2 JF AR Br A 44 80 5 PR IX 3 R Ak . At
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FEHEHE Scopus £ E MM IE Web of Science, J& 28 J5 25 7E 2008 4 Z Tiif Jo % A= i [ 52 )2 T 09 M 501 48 4%
(Science-Metrix, 2018), iAW 5T I HF (8] 5 3 >4 2000 4F 2 2022 4F

TE 2 B/ 28 )2 1 BN 58 o (N= 25,463 24 Bl 22 5K, Kwiek & Roszka, 2021a; Kwiek & Roszka,
2021b; Kwiek & Roszka, 2022), FAMEFH 117 B AL 1058 48 Ok B BUM T T E SR 5080 AL 1 %k
) FR AL Ak A B 5 1 7R TR A A AT, FRATAE T RS H TR R 69 PE B B (Kwiek, 2016;
Kwiek, 2018) . {HAWFFE#E X (1) OECD [H %A A~ N0 T AT BOEdE . BRI, S 1 8 B K
PR, FRATTR T % M IR Bl Ay O FRF 22 A L PR i 45 (Elsevier, 2018; Elsevier, 2020) >k FH 89 77
o MR (R B e RO AR 2 AR AP, i I PRBF ST Fh (ICSR) 32 36 % & $4t

Hz, R E . AWFFORAEE 2R AR R T 5| RS SOV EE A P 32 S22 B e W VR & 1) 2
BRI . HARTT U 1 S AR 10 45 28 H O 4 A 4R BURT A 5 Sk (3531 2,092,766,869 F ),
B0 51 S SCHIRRE T 36T 4 750 ASIC AR 2B 2 (UL 1) o ARHE ASIC FRAS I i 2 17 £5 ok
W 22 18 SO @ B 24, IS Bk B R A DA PR ME— 1k . BEJS Goit R0 /E# 51 45 22 RHe ST S R, 5 H
SR EUR Z 2B ORBOVE N = 528 B EE R B 2F R s AE AR A B DA b 32 522 R, I
MAEAS b B CRANEEAR N=32,794,309, HIBRFEA N=12,862,447) o AHIF 58 A K F BEAL 4 BL 24 B 19 )5
2, MR UE— 2 BT STEMM FUS/EH , & IE il 29,927,584 A VEH 4 M A A CRAIFEAR
N=29,927,584, HIBRHEA N=2,866,725) o X Bl 5 T3 FIAT M 0927 FF o 28 5 1ok A 1 Rl 4061 113 Wit 0] )
() JR B, BB A% B o ff b s 2 3 I 5 & Ko A o Bt R vE AR Y ASIC FRAD S B B0, B fR T 2% Rt
IR AR — B, FIRFSIBR T 224 R 28 T B BOM A& (0] 8, Sk )5 2200 M 51 5 2 B 38 B Ba e
TR SR A A

H=, ERWE . AR RS B bR e i 352 ZAE R HEZ 260K . BRI
T MAEE 0925 25t R v 4 BOCHC VR BR B T A T s B R, IS VR B bR A B R IR . R
BB E RN, RS R RS R B MDEE R Z N ERRED) . S%FHr 2280, Raep o ic B &
oA AE A B2 DA 3 [ S0 AR 9 50 bR CRANEEAR N= 39,405,552, HIBRAEA N=6,251,204) . BiJ5, ¥
FEAR 3 — 25 B %E R 38 4~ OECD H K AUTEE CRAIFEAR N=23,619,928, HIFEFEA N=15,785,624) .

FpU, VR #5382 R RS Bh AR BB a2 o RIS 3 TR AE & 7E Scopus B 2 H i) i — R iR
¥ e Hode I — R R FAT AN AL SCHAFA o B 0 Ja — R R I8 SCAR AR I U A 5 R Al M R AT (R e
i — R FAE AN +1) o AEHR T — IR R R SCIAE0y R 2018 AR S L, T 2019 45 A BiF 53 B4 e
J5 —4F, Hol ARGy FE 2019 4E 2 J5 (2020 4F, 2021 4F | 2022 4F) Y 1E & W03 38 0 M 2 WL AE . 31X
AR LT AR 0 5% 1 B R AR AR 40 L 7 v, 8O T ) R PR S — ok, (R E O i B 2 A
J& N 224 B8 LB RE AR, O J5 B2 0 BT S 44 1 75 87 HL LA AR e i B A

= HMRERESH

T4, 2000 4:BAF 4 142,776 45 STEMM B2 18 SC R FAF BL N 2000 4F38 25 28 HAS 1 & Rt
SCCEEE 2022 4F) . [ 2 JB/R T i STEMM “: £ Kaplan-Meier 24 77 i 28 & Ho v y Bl 2R Fr22 W
FR2EF I8 R H B (B4R & R SCIABER ), x Fli 8 A 2000 45 DIK & 28 U S, B IR 2L
P SR, 2020—2022 4F A9 A7 I 2R AR A LU/NAS AR IE R R o

55 R e 1 A A7 A 2 R A TR )T U A R 2 TS 1 2 (S 0 B ) 147 0 2 o, R
X — B W R R R R W W . DR DUAE T 4R, 00 22 S 0 B 0 5B R R R AR 8 R R 8 3L
() LG T G i 2k 2, X — S DI R 45 AT . BAROK T, 2000 4FifF A 22 R G STEMM £}
SRR, Y =02 —AE SAEN B IR, A2 7E 10 NI, 9 =50 Z 278 19 4EBF 5 45
BEE I . AR ], B P B PR AR BRI LA T Lot . HARBR R (LR 1), LotEfE 5 4F
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B34 %, A4 % (Marek Kwiek ) % : #H3 A A A A AKX OECD B R B X ENM BT RibH &

H 10 4F J5 B TF R 25 B0 HE 245 91 be 58 1k v ) 12.54% 1 11.52%, T A6 BF 58 B0 45 i, 5% — 25 0
6.33% . X T AR UIMAE, ZoPEFE 19 4F J5 4k 2k & 2618 Y Kaplan-Meier fili i1 HE %8 29.4%, i 55 1 1)
Ik 33.6% . SR, 3K L8 S F 4 55 T AN [ 2 B E] A 1 3525 5 (DLIAT 3) o JR4E STEMM 4R 4% {4 5
MAATRIG, B FRH R R A B LR

1.0 SYEN
0.8
L 06}
@
5E 0.4}
02} N=142776
Ny=90 661 (63.50%) = Bk
ol Nx=52115 (36.50%) = Lok

0 2 4 6 8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2‘0 2.2
HRRAE(
B2 2000 FERZERAT (n=142,776) 1Z1% 54> F1#9 Kaplan-Meier 4 77 B % [&]

FT 1 RMRHFIH 2000 E£RF REKAY Kaplan-Meier {51HE (FREZFR A

e M (2000 £ 7] ) B (2000 £ F ) Bt (2000 £ 7))

gy N (BT KMAE (RE) N (A% KMBE (FH) N (A7 KMBE (FH)
BER)  KOS%CIASE N H®RE) KOS%CIASE N B%E) % 95%CIf SE

1 52,115 2,530 0.951(0.950-0.953)" 90,661 4,151 0.954(0.953-0.956)" 142,776 6,681 0.953 (0.951-0.954)"

2 49585 3,985 0.875(0.872-0.878)' 86,510 6,302 0.885(0.883-0.887)' 136,095 10,287 0.880 (0.877-0.882)'
3 45600 3,948 0.799 (0.796-0.803)* 80,208 6,114 0.817(0.815-0.820)" 125,808 10,062 0.811 (0.809-0.812)'
4 41652 3,553 0.731(0.727-0.735) 74,094 5062 0.761(0.759-0.764)' 115,746 8,615 0.749 (0.746-0.751)'
5 38,099 2838 0.677(0.673-0.681)" 69,032 4356 0.713(0.710-0.716)* 107,131 7,194  0.695 (0.691-0.698)*
6 35261 2,602 0.627(0.623-0.631)" 64,676 3,934 0.670 (0.667-0.673)* 99,937 6,536  0.655 (0.651-0.658)*
732,659 2,183  0.585(0.581-0.589)" 60,742 3458 0.632(0.629-0.635)" 93401 5641 0.613(0.610-0.616)’
8 30476 1,961 0.547(0.543-0.551)* 57284 3,110 0.598 (0.594-0.601)* 87,760 5,071  0.577 (0.574-0.580)"
9 28515 1,665 0.515(0.511-0.520)° 54,174 2,774 0.567 (0.564-0.570)" 82,689 4,439  0.548 (0.545-0.551)°

10 26850 1,472 0.487(0.483-0.491) 51400 2,465 0.540(0.537-0.543)° 78250 3,937 0.517(0.514-0.520)°
11 25378 1264 0.463(0.458-0.467 48935 2225 0.515(0.512-0.518)> 74313 3,489  0.492 (0.489-0.495)
12 24,114 1,158  0.440 (0.436-0.445) 46,710 2,055 0.493 (0.489-0.496)° 70,824 3213  0.466 (0.463-0.469)’
13 22956 1,151 0.418(0.414-0.423) 44,655 2,032 0.470(0.467-0.473)° 67,611 3,183  0.444 (0.441-0.447)
14 21,805 1,089 0.398(0.393-0.402) 42,623 1,889 0449 (0.446-0.453)" 64428 2,978  0.426 (0.423-0.429)°
15 20,716 1,048 0.377(0.373-0.382)° 40,734 1,884 0.429(0.425-0.432)° 61,450 2,932  0.405 (0.402-0.408)’
16 19,668 1,033 0.358(0.353-0.362)° 38850 1,959 0407 (0.404-0.410)° 58,518 2,992  0.384(0.381-0.387)’
17 18,635 1,002 0.338(0.334-0.342)° 36,891 2,020 0.385(0.381-0.388)" 55526 3,022 0.363 (0.360-0.366)
18 17,633 1,064 0318(0.314-0.322)° 34871 2,070 0.362(0.359-0.365)° 52,504 3,134  0.342 (0.339-0.345)’
19 16569 1,228 0.294(0.290-0.298)> 32,801 2,350 0.336(0.333-0.339)° 49370 3,578 0.315(0.312-0.318)’

(1) AR ZEH 0.001, Q) FEIREN 0.002, kP AFEH LB AB HE (UEHEML) HHAHFERNBFEX
MEHEMGAERFROEFMRE, £5% WEEXKEN (TXRA) .
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N=2937
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N=1740
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0 2 4 6 8 10121416182022
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0.8 1

041 N=55 850
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N,=1 180 (46.59%)

0 2 4 6 8 10121416182022
P SR

o B

N=1167
Ny=632 (54.16%)
N, =535 (45.84%)

0 2 4 6 8 10121416182022
Lo WEPESTSCE

041 N=9 759
0.2 | Ny=8 235 (84.38%)

o L Vi1 524 (15.62%)

0 2 4 6 8 101214]6182022
JSYEN

;L‘—\—L._,

N=142 1776
N»=90 661 (63.50%)
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0246 8 10121416182022

0246810021416182022
HURRAE (G

0 2 4 6 8 10121416182022

B3 2000 ERFRATI (N=142,776) RFRIFN1EF 5 5189 Kaplan-Meier £ 77 # 25 5]

2010 4FBA ) 55 1 Al 4 PR 22 5K ) Kaplan-Meier A= 77 £k BH & 5 2000 4FBAFIASTE] . 76 Fr A 248

H, JCIE A B AR T e B (ANt S LR
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3% %, A4 £ (Marek Kwiek) & #FAF AEAMEX: OECD B XA KRB AU EESNAFT 2bE T

A HARER 2000 4F BAF (4341 Kaplan-Meier A TF (WL 3% 1), LM RR2E R AE 22 AR A SR — 4 B ARl
FHIHEZR N 95.1%(95% ‘&5 IX [6): 95.0%-95.3%) , 4 “AFE[%ZE 87.5%, S5 WAEHE—H F R 73.1%, Bk
F VAR BT A AR R MR IAF) 26.9% . FLARE, kB ERHF R BERN 67.7%, T 5N
48.7%, W IR AR (19 4R S5 )AL R 29.4% . FHHCZ T, T PRk 5 7E A [] B[] 50 0% AH A3 43 591 4
71.3%. 54.0% 1 33.6%, ¥4 5 35 & T2tk

BB BoR, BRE F B IFF R B w0 B R A ARG 6 E 8 AR, R, Bl R
WRFJGHE A TFERBAE BRI & TE D TE. AL 10 FMBIELES 12 19 Ka-
plan-Meier FiAEEZEIMN T 50% ., L HEAERME FHAEAE 15 4F UL L RIHERE N 37.7%, i B 1R 42.9%.

XFF 2010 4EBAF (W36 2), #E ARF2E T 9 5, LM B N IHER N 0.414(BAF H 41.4% ()2 ¢
SRR R X T BAERUL, BT R BE R UM 5 — 50, O 0.424(42.4%) , 5 2000 4F BA 41 1) 45 S AH
bl P22 SR H /N, 1 2000 47 BAF () 45 S A7 AE B2 iR 22 5. AR AR EF S R AR F AL, T
P2 B ) 78 N AAS =B, Gt ke B R B, B MRt i AR AR I A G it i B 3 2
5o ABLEFTA RS Hrh, DIRTE L 2 50% MEE: | AR Al = ARk, 22 R7ES 1T 1
B ) GBI /SRR 2R I UE S5 18 AR M, 25 R AE LR ) .

&2 BMHDFIE 2010 FRF REFAKRE Kaplan-Meier f1HE (FFIAEFRE&I)

o (2010 £ 7] ) B (2010 £ 7))
KM#E® (%) I KM#E® (129 )
% 959% CI 4 SE N N (EFHEFR) % 95% CI %1 SE

B 7
(£) N N(EFHER)

1 97,145 5,030 0.948 (0.947-0.950)' 135,698 7,375 0.946 (0.944-0.947)"
2 92,115 8,686 0.859 (0.857-0.861)' 128,323 12,183 0.856 (0.854-0.858)'
3 83,429 8,090 0.776 (0.773-0.778)" 116,140 11,164 0.774 (0.771-0.776)"
4 75,339 7,369 0.700 (0.697-0.703)" 104,976 9,869 0.701 (0.698-0.703)"
5 67,970 6,470 0.633 (0.630-0.636)° 95,107 8,552 0.638 (0.635-0.640)"
6 61,500 5,904 0.572 (0.569-0.575)* 86,555 7,851 0.580 (0.577-0.583)"
7 55,596 5,499 0.516 (0.513-0.519* 78,704 7322 0.526 (0.523-0.529)'
8 50,097 4,984 0.464 (0.461-0.468)° 71,382 7,078 0.474 (0.471-0.477)"
9 45,113 4,929 0.414 (0.411-0.417 64,304 6,745 0.424 (0.422-0.427)"

7 (1) FREIR £ 4 0.001, (2) AFEIE £ 4 0.002,

FERFFIE , FATTR BT B AR I 4 25 TR 5 /M 22, 224 (MED) MRk | it
&2 53 F- 2 )% (BIO) VB A MRAR S5 K A WA 22 B, [R) B 2 Lo MERRIE A B3 o Bb i e 1) 400, FLRLF
NG EA R R B M 22 7 . DUEYI b | BB F 5y A4 9027 (BIO) S 91 (UL ] 4 A2 A,
S4B AT ), iz U 55 22,692 # R 2R 5, Lot b ik 47.8%. 7RSS 2-4 AR IAM], AR A Z T %
R . AS 3 FR, A& R L Z BB K, B R AR 8B B8 L 28 LT N
AR 2010 FFRHE KBNS (1) Kaplan-Meier A= £7 I 4k EIAAAE & PRI 22 57 . HAMAORTE, B2 KA i
ABF2E T 9 4F J5 4k 2k & Rt SCHIMER Ny 41.4%, T 5 HERMHE RIS &, 42.4%, 55 2000 4 BAFIAH Hr, 3%
et 500 25 524 B i /I, ABAE BE 2 AR AR S5 4R, Lo MR 2R SR T R R AR e R

TEAE W 2R A0, Lo PERMIE A B3 78 BRI A T 45 i BE A0 TR0 e 48 s R R KU . ELIAOR &, Lt E it A
AR 5 AE 5 B TT R LA SR R ik 37.2%, 10 4F )5 X — il B FF = 58.3%, EAFFIAE AR (19 4E)5)
IR E] 76.6%. FHLLZT, 55 PER) 2% G0 AR [ B[] 250 A9 91t 2K 22 23 31 R 30.8% . 48.6% F1 67.3% . iX &
WA, AR S AR 10 45 B TRk B AE R 40 51 b 5B M = s 20.8% T 20.0%, T ZET 5% 145 AT, X
—ZE MR 13.8% W3 U U] 2 R O [ ) A A, R N DR T R M ) 2 R B R A — A BT ) A
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PrEE R Lot B AR S AR IR B TR LR 28.1%, 15 P2 1 29.2% AHIE; 10 4R )5, Lk
TN 47.9%, W 5 T F AL 46.9%; WP FSIEE A, LoVEA B VERE KGR R ILT-H5F, 73500
66.9% Fl 66.5% .

1.0 AL ST 1.0 Wy 5RO
0.8} 0.8
s 06f s 06
L &
BE 0.4 BE 0.4 |
op | N22692 oal N9 759
I Ny=11839 (52.17%) - =1 Ny=8 235 (84.38%) .
o N, =10 853 (47.83%) = A 0 Ny=1524 (15.62%) = 1Pk

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
AR 6y HBRAFOY

4 2000 FERF KBTI H IR B 53 589 Kaplan-Meier 4 77 2% (5]
EPIE S S F A Y (N=22,692, ZEED 5 WEE R (N=9,759, FiE)

TR | TR 27X =N B0 B AR R 2B b, A RN D% i A L A5 R X
%, AEAS TR 51 B2 5K 1 Kaplan-Meier A £ 1 2 B 20 52 30 i 0 B — 2o vk (UL &L 4 A i s ez th 6
PAMEILFEa2E A TREFSEABIEA DR ERA AR, Bl —g2mEizEs., ET
38 /> OECD j% bt [E i K FEAS B s, W o8k — 2D UESE T 7R B2 | AR RN R SC4 80, N B9 R AN AE
TER PN 22 5 . BRI S, ZEVO D Eesm R Al =R b, Y 22 ROFA B A G2 . RN, TR
PERHIE A B 7 B R B (ol . A B =) LUK A B S AR v, M 25 RAE SRt 2
WEM.

AP ES 2R XS AR R T — A B0 P 22 R AEA A2 B P R BUOEA — 8. B R
Rk, RE LS 5ERAR, (0 — B iF A XS, TR e S B T FxR. MifEL
P R R AR ) 25 F A I X — R I AR FRATTTE 23 M S AR R M ) B, 7 A
G RHREE HEA T HAR TG 58, T A 17 R MR ) 25 S H R T R R R B AR

T AT TR AT B IS AR B A O, FRATTHE 2000 A BASIFT 2010 A BAS ) 55 MR A
PR GRS Ok, DA AR AR A7 Il T 2k (B) o JRUBS: 8 ih 2k (C) R %% B2 1t 4k (D), AR £ BE 3 B B2
TN 5O RARDL . AAE 50 A TR 98 AE G = 1 1 R AR (AR SCHR 1 Ik R FRe0) o« X T
2000 4 F1 2010 4F BAF 8 BT A3 k22 58, W52 EL A A [R) 09 T 46 B 1), T X0 380 o B2 5, 4 & A= FE i
IR 5 09— B ) N o KUK 582 46 70 i 5% 0 (R0 A 40T 25 2 B B) o5 B R AR R . AR T8
PR R EAEAT 1E R Re SO EE, IR 4 T 45 R A

A=A LE bR IO 5L T Kaplan-Meier i 7A@ ORI, HF /R Bl 22 S AE Bl 5 LA e & Rt
SCHY LB AR AR . A A ) 2R SE PR & Kaplan-Meier {2k 3 A . BNy Bl /) 174G, KA B
A Bl 2 GEAE W] (8] 2 5 H AR & 10 3, Bl F5 55 M R A MR 22 2 0 LU A9 2 R B = 5 —JKF- . 5 Kaplan-
Meier 4= 7 2 S B, 2000 4FF1 2010 47 BRI BT A 2 4 4 A2 A7 [ml U i 26 (181 5 R 6 P i B) 2w, B
2 G AE AR T D) A IS A B AR, TR S W Y T R R B 2% . 5 2010 4FEBAFIAH EE, 2000 45 BA
i BRI R I 2 25 By K. BARTTF, 2000 4FBAF H, 5B PERL A S AE B AR T I 40T YRR A
Lol v T R 2R 58, HLSS A L M 2 SR A MR AR U I 10 1 B A L A1 o 1 BRI 40

XA RS PERE R HE 35 T — SE T O A 2 B RE R R R . 2000 A BA B H i AR P 2E R
P22 4R Y B2 X TE Kaplan-Meier 2k b 2 30 H RS R B9 I 00 o 3 46k BAE LU 3 A A7 [l I i 26 st
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3% %, A4 £ (Marek Kwiek) & #FAF AEAMEX: OECD B XA KRB AU EESNAFT 2bE T

B THESE (B 7A), PIAS AR REE 52 B AR B 7R BRSS9 0 s B9 B P R BB E 3, 7 MR s 094
BAR BB IT R B RO, (EURAE PR 22 5 DAPAE R AN K s, Bl N 1) B 3RS , otk 2R o
A MBR 7 S ETF I FOA) He 55 P T s AR S, ARSI SEITR], Lo Py B e MR B TR L DL
FVERAE o MBS AL LB A BER R, 45 # R (LU T A 2 BHILES ) B TR AR AR AR T ARASE B e
AR o 2000 AR ZEREA T 55 L 2 18] B9 22 S AR H WL, (BAE 2010 ARREA X Rl 22 S LTI 2k

JSYIN
1.0 1.0
0.8 0.8
W 0.6 ol 0.6
& &
BE 0.4 RE 04
0o | N-142776 oal
Nyy=90 661 (63.50%) - G R25=0.986 -
ol Ni=52 115 (36.50%) - 1l o] Ru=0982 s
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
R RRAE(Y HHRRAE (Y
A. Kaplan-Meier " 77t £k & B. AEFFIIH I
o - it 0151 - At
= Pk = 2k
0.10 - 0.10
0.05 0.05
oe v v Ob— v v v o
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
HH R AR
C. ABsF M £k D. %% 2kl

B 5 2000 F£RFRNT (N=142,776) , FRIEEMNEH
A. Kaplan-Meier A= 47 B 28 1 BAEAZ [FI A #1428 (Kaplan-Meier T8 8 A L&) CREE A28 (FE & Tl vE, FiB 240 10k) DA%
WML E (APl w2, EFaiiihgmsSos)

X — R BAA BRI AEAT ST MBUOR RS R I a] (e angt AR 5 H AR R R iR 2 K
MR 225 REEMNZRNE . WAHAANEITA P Kaplan-Meier A2 47 # 26 22 9L #UR A [ 197
3, 2010 AERFA AU 25 2 0 i HLF B MR BESE O, HLJCHEIN 28 5 o AR AE IR i | XU 36 it 46 FA% 2% 2

2000 41 2010 4ERF 2 ZRAA R AAE 0T B8 T BRI 2E R 0 2000 SEREVR T, AW Rk G &
YRR Z000 R W35 i T 55 1k, T A BB A ) 55 M AN MR S K LA o 2010 AEREMAR
Hh R 2 S AR A PR SE AT T 4 DN T ) PR A U AR SR DR /N 22 S o AELE IR A2 4
1K, 2010 47 BAF1 i) Kaplan-Meier A= 47 il e A A A7 [0 U #2687, 55 R A0 Lo R 2 5 25 53¢ HE 2000 4 A
FUINRZ o IR R 2 R 6 B8 i At s HH 2L 22 5, IV AE AT 10 AR AR BEAN R . X 3R W, BB
N 18] A RS, Az Rk U P50 22 SR AE B i i/ o MR LR, ) BB 2 AU 8 1 1) 22 5 — LA/
2010 4FF=A 5 BAS 19 Kaplan-Meier A= 77 1 £ F1 A 77 [0 U i 2 {79 R /N A A ) 2 S5, XL 236y 2k A%
W MR AR SE T X — s o R R, BAELES 2—4 AR BT RR A T eV T Aok, RIS
PETEA AT REAE O A= PR BT
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SIS
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0.8 0.8}
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021 N, ~135 698 (58.58%) - Pk 02f ﬁi”ig'ggi - P
. N,=97 145 (41.72%) - At o - At
L . . . . . , 0k . . . . . ,
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
R RRAEy AR
A. Kaplan-Meier 17 i1 2 & B. AE A
0.15
= Sk
= Lok
0.10}
&
=
0.05}
O ' 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0 2 4 6 8§ 10 12
Ay Ay
C MR M2 D PR

Bl 6 2010 £RF RS (N=232,843) , FRIEFREH
A. Kaplan-Meier 4= 17 i1 28 € B.A= f7 [0l )9 1 28 (Kaplan-Meier 18 80> i fL &) C OB 2 #Ik (FE S PIE PS40 10k DAZ
EEGE (FEA-FIg, w2, EFalifdms s

AL 55T
1.0 0.15 - 0.15 -
0.8 = Lok = Lok
5 06 5 010 o 010
& 04 s &=
g O = 0.05 \ X 0.05
0.2 FR?*3,=0.977
o (fxm006 ) . oL L
0246 810121416182022 0246 810121416182022 0246 810121416182022
AR AR AR
A. Kaplan-Meier =47 {12k & B. £ IE IR C. KB £k
YR RS
0.15 - 0.15 - 015 = Bk
= = otk = Lok
5 010 5 010 i 010
1 & e
& 0.05 = 0.05 \ X 0.05
R2,=0.980
o0 ob o L ob o LS
0246 810121416182022 0246 810121416182022 0246 810121416182022
AT AT AT
D. Kaplan-Meier 4= 77 #h £k [&] E. AEAF 1 Hh 2k F. U S il 2

B 7 2000 FRIZFRATIFEIEY (N=22,692) F49I8 (N=9,750)

A. Kaplan-Meier 2= 17 il 28 B B.A: A7 8] )9 i 28 (Kaplan-Meier 8 800 fi P &) CUABG 2R #i 28 (FESPIE L, PS40 10k) DAZ
HREMAE (FE& PR, w2, BTt siss
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B34 %, A4 % (Marek Kwiek ) % : #H3 A A A A AKX OECD B R B X ENM BT RibH &

M. igitie

BEE A WA B — AR A B, B P — [ A 2 BRI [R] e Mk — B4, T K
L) Z2 B B iR 4E o BEE BB — MR A AR 0 S5 R AR 22, BB B IEE A
T K448 (Milojevic et al., 2018) .

FF BN DF R R B, ZEFT A STEMM 4842 1H M 25 G248 b 2 40, 3L T iz 4 6 i 22 4k,
X AR AU AE AN (] 2 B 2 TR [R) s (8] 30 BBl PN A 5 B8 4 AN AR R) o 455 1k R R SO B Efb e SUF,
“RFFENA BRG] 4B 5 M R0 L B 25 A AN TR B S, AN [R) s ) 10 A 2 AL 1) o 2 R
R EE NGRS

2000 FFERFE R BER P =53 2 — B NTE S B IE B RLE R, 4B 10 F IR B, A =2 1
WFFE LS ST (19 4F )5 ) BT, Tk B FE AL 24 B0 LB 3R 29351, Lo bE A s . oA 5 4R 10 4RI &
FERbE AR AT BB LB M R AT a3 22— (43008 12.54% FI 11.52%) , TEWF 5T B 25 i) &5t 6.33%.

552000 4 i AR F R BB E A E, 2010 4F E A BL2 B BE 2 5 A 2% T 100 22 S/ Bl
20 Lo E ARR2E AR, B 2E A IO 0 500 25 S Ol BN . TE R G A 2 BB 2 SBE 11 1
T, 38 4~ OECD E 11 2000 4F- k2= 58 BAF (1) 3 2 M 0 22 574 2010 4E R R HIH R T o BRI
CUELY F R R & i R e T e N IRy S S N TR S 2 Sl

WA WAL SE R A 2 (BIO, FIUBL R, Lotk 47.83%) DL S Wy 24 R K SC 2% (PHY'S, B
K, AL 15.62%) , 13X A% b 8F B (9 22 BHE 2000 4F # Kaplan-Meier f12k i SR 7 #0859 1%
o TEAYRLAGR, PR K BAT R 22 S0 Ho A9 B AR T 55 1, 0 ELBE B 0] A 4R A%, 25 57 ok ik
K5 T A FE RN T S A0, Ak BB M RN Lk Y BB AT HL LT s A R . 5 B A H, ARk,
AR 2 U Lo P DR 2 S 2% %) O B BOR B AR EL 2T, TR B ST 0T R), ) 38R} 2 Sl ) 2 Pk
L2 B R 1 E LT 5 5B A AR TR

XFF 2010 4= BAI, BT AT 20 v 58 P A Ao 1 0 9 2K oK 25 S5 BH I8 B/ IN, (A [R) 24 B 22 ) 4TS SR A7 AR P 3
25 FERCE R SERL, EE  THRALR 2 AU R 2R MR 25 LT AR . A X B 4
LMY EEBIAR /I, (B AT 7R 22 AR RO b B i 2 232 5 55 1 AR ], 2 T )] 7 3k 26 Q5 Sl U 1 A KA
o SRR LG AT i 5 3 o Ul 19 1 591 Ak T e ML A G, 1 & 3% 0 s B 9 SR 1) £ 1 A T R A I
F2EARIERB R o PR MEAR T ARM B, Lo P38 8 I 5 RAEPEC R (token) " 5 BE R BRAT
i {0 (Kanter, 1977), i fITFERM2A R R 09 A7 5 B —FEaR R . X 3R, A8 L0 A ok e 40 3 v 2 B
D RORER, (B e A AR B AR S B E R E 25 . XM IR T RE S5 i1 76X 28 5 M &=
S S T AT I Y PR SRR AL I A DG, Wb AT TR AR e A Y IAEE TR UE I B O BE T, AT AE AR AR
PN TT FIHLAL

PIHEAL A H], 53 AL STEMM 22RHH L, THERHL &l i & 3236 SO Lot N 25 B 1) 1 1 B 22
P B, AL Tl ) L A s G AR MR AIAR A UL, T Wb AT R DR SR BB ) % G EE EE (Fox &
Kline, 2016) . Branch Fll Alegria(2016) 25 T 2 P 75 1158 ML AT 35 v 1 %) 8 J30) o s A < R 252 (0 HE % AR
B0 THRML, B PR TR A B0 3 I, X A0 ) Lo PE AT RE S STEMM 45038 i) 42 1 2% 3 1) °F-
BIKEAR, LHIE STt AR Z B2 AR RO S AH b o 53X 262 B il D 2 T RE 2 5
ARANTR]” AR HLRL” i AR 43 A O B9 350 £ (Branch & Alegria, 2016) o Gl i] MBI 2852 3% T 0 1E 2857
AL 23 ZEAR KRR B 1 e Tl oA Sy ELAT S0l ke /4 A 1 A 358 11 40 BT (Fox & Xiao, 2013) o THEEHLERF
PR 2E AR UR G (AR AEAE ) AR B EE, PR MR R TR 2 v b 57 RN R SR A U1 (Fox & Kline, 2016) .

RGN Ky 2oV (Goulden et al., 2011; Preston, 2004; Shaw & Stanton, 2012) bt 58 14 55 B | [ 45 5
150 1 B I B A G AEFRATTXT 2000 47 BAS 1) 43 A7 AR 21 T 385 36 UE 52 ), F 30F 22 B TR T &
AAEAH L2, X il A REAAR, 0 2 S5 10 1 391 22 5 ] BB FEAFAE, 0 HOR X 2o B0 LG A1 421K 1)
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Bor B2 o X TR — AR RGOk UL, Bl AR R — B BT, 1 HARH %5 (2010 4R HER
58.6% B LR 57.6% W) FVEAE 9 4 B2 B O sl 458 1k A e SCHE ), (H b ) 22 S AT U A& Se i
B E/MIZ

TERE 20 = HAE, LS SR O SR L A A T 3 ARk, T SRR B 2 2 G 1) o
FE R A BRES VR B A A S e M B 4 TR RO PLIE o AR bR ST AR BB SE 3R 85 P (Stephan, 20125 Wang &
Barabasi, 2021), BEAFHRAT T L7 BT NHEARL 25, 5C T 5 MR AL Pk ) A2 50 Kk i) A G isd
AJRER BB IE . AHFFERY H A S 2) 8 — 2o Ve i) — B SR A — SR T RETT 1]

. FARRUARPRYEFEFT R ZAAEIGRAIRES BR

i Scopus 2 7 14 J5 Uk 45 k) Ak R B0HE e 1o s %) 3 28 Bk % 45 3% K08 G vk B A A S B AF A B G
B AR AR A

(—) E—/ ik ERHE

BF2F G P DA £ B3 W IR AE 0 oy, (ED AT DUAR AR HH R b s IR LA AR ok i S, ERERR
FE WA HT L, Bh2F S0 R 2 0 o ok 2 P i) ) e — B30l R R, T A RS R 1 T b, B R
(4 [ GBI PT Be T A o AFR, DA R B5CHE e R A R BRI Y . I = 2, STk R 4K
LA N ST Sl R N e 0 e 9 A R B LR g S T TR A W NP N R S VA LBy
HOH T 98 B #Y; 7 2% Salganik, 2018) o SCHR 5 5008 22 (0 A o T 0 02 1 R0 5 TRDARE, KRR 2%
WFIE AL GE 5 BT A2 AR, AN AR o R BEE RS = Fh £ N2 RIAFTEE AR TR IX H

1 ATBUEE : 76 [ KBl SO0 RS R R T AR 0 A E D7 8s 4 v, i ad 17 8Oy 20l
EHRIME R, HARR A R R E R 1D,

2. BRMA: /A (54 LJE —onmy, (HAE i & HE ok i Ak T oo k) MR T
VIR B 58 3R A 1

3. BT 2 BRH AREE A B P BRI T B 1k 51 R 3 T 4Bk AR A S DT B0 A ARG T L A
FE, AN TR R 5 B HE R B R ]

ARHIFGE R T8 =R AR IS I vk . — T, SR o [ GRORI R e ) G R A (R ORI L PR D 2%
A1 5 0 AR 2 o G 10 461 7, X 2 ) RORIVBSCH I A X Bb 2 AT T R 0 L AT M 4 R e M X ) B
i A8 5 55 19 00 P 0 U 1k 5 8 [ 8 4 BRAE 5 v A R A 2 0 IX 4 D 1k 22 TR T A B 1k L
AT BURRC P T B A R A 100%, FEA TG 1R 22 5 10 A 7 (87 T 0% A 20 1 S0 A 00 T L 1) o o A 56 25 /0
A 85%, fFAE—E R,

TR 2 = A Lo X R 2 R R BT RR T B — A S AR 1, TR R AR I T A T
AN, BB PR R s MR R R . AL, TR B AL K IR A — A 2E R U e
FAVE R AL (LA Scopus B4 1 Hh gy U S H B I A8 03 R 3k ) o 1T SR AR5 N 6L IR J2 B
FR ) I Je KRR 5% 19 S5 Pk E A IE N B AR o AR AR E AR . F BRI )R 4 19 (4 AR B
(1)) HH R A0 50 1 B 15 DU A 98 Bk 2 B4 2 e, TE I AN R AR AR A 2%, T Ak SE 8 b A Bl T
WoS 5 Scopus & H [y FCRUAR 1) | 283k 2 B 19 1T M 5000 4R i A0 o B0 2% 1) R R 1 3 S B0 12 PO I
RO Ao 5L (R R AVE ) R IF R GY . 78 IR BN R 22 R AR Ry /e AT K | 24 L B[]
AP 2 TRk KB R AG B0 AT B9 o ARBF 5T 1E & MG 2 B F BE IR T R4 10 Kk e, e
Bl 2E F B 41 A b 88 0 AN AR A B 48 B« 2E AR AR IS AN — 1 SRR

BT SCHR RO R AT S R AT A LR R R g, IR AR BT A B 2R A SR A R A T A
V3 8 4 45 (3 2 Pk ARG I T EL R0 3 i S ), I JHL R IR S S 24 B A 30 1 i R 224 3 1 R
Vs Hok, 444 00 R A EL ) R 2Rk L AT 5 st U R R B4 AN [ I A7 A 25 575 TR, S TR B RAFFEAS 43
PE 5 4 % ( Andrea. Claude & Dominique; Sabo, 2021), 3334 I 1 1 SRS 0 s 85 o s &b, B G £ D A P
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3% %, A4 £ (Marek Kwiek) & #FAF AEAMEX: OECD B XA KRB AU EESNAFT 2bE T

SRS I T L A R A A DRI AT 5 1 [ R AR IRUIR 55 0 AR T 5 . K28 T HOZ b R iy, (Ht AT —
S A T SO 5 9 R T R R

WA, 5 ARSI T 53 95 R AR B R R PRSI (sex) 5 “ M0l (gender) B HEAS A 1T B 5 (A= 4
SRR S S SCARAE R, P i A I T 538 R R B ootk il 4028 o A T R E O SR Ll i A R
Wy H IR A, LTS SR AL 0T P 2R UM AR oo, H R R SCER i A s 4R
TeEEH AEE — o 51 (Peters &Norton, 2018)

FERl7 TR} 272 SR FT S, P S A I T 509 1 B T, ) 4 R AR N T =, R, T
S TE FF AR — TRl 7 A J5 1, Bl R B TR E [ K WE A4 B T (Santamaria & Mihaljevic, 2018) . 1t
Hb, N T ) 4 0 30 AT DU Bl 2 O B A5 LR 1) 0 22 ) L ek 44 0080 P22, s8R FH I B M R ) O i, 467
QIR 5 T 1k 24 A I 5 vk 5 5 T IR NS PO R AHZS 5

Karimi 45 (2016) FIFH — 215 1400 2 24 FF= 5 09 17 7 o I 33t 01 38 B R i i 42, XH LR mT
AR T 24T T I, Wais(2016) /43 T —Fh 5T genderize.io HEAIKG I T HAY R A4, LR T
PII0 LA 5200 ) i) RO AR o R 2 T ST (Lariviére et al., 2013; West et al., 2013) i {di i) 7 . Hu %
(2021) FF % I Lo dse 114 ARG 00 £) W B 2% >0 5 vk, A AT T#E — 2 3K I/ 7] ( Veerizon Media) 973 Mt FH 7 £
PiAE LR T LA 2= AR, 280 S A0 5 2,100 7 4 ME— 0904 3/ 44 X% o Al AT TR FE i B i 4 S
98,400 > ME— 1tk 24 /1 B 1+ 23 2 4 Jry R LIk 44 Bt 4 L VPAN T A SRR, SR, RS F A
(LLMs) 7514 5 e I 5 T80 0 v A5 21 7 ik, 2004 58 £ W1, ChatGPT By REUL T HoAth T H (Alexo-
poulos et al., 2023) .

TEAL BB A M LA B AR AT, BT I PR R iR 22 2 A, I iR 22 P AR IR 25 0 B oG, i iR 22
A]BEVR T BRYNAEAS i o B A B 50 3 A 5 R AN R . A58 R T NamSor 3X — 0] 58 (4 P 51l
T H, B R T A E vERR R B9 i 7 5 . NamSor AP iR [ (8 45 S BB W8 Ry 45 % 1) Itk 24 4H & $R 3t
A AT RE PR, IR A L B GE Bl o LUK, R R 22 IR T Lo METE R RN 1 i o E A B A B
BT AT AR WT MO AR 2R AR AR G . IR, BRONERR 22 R A T AR LA I, 12— IR
FEAS . BEA A0 A B T4 4 19 0] 1 DA M NamSor AR 3 4= 42 IR BB AYRE 77 o X & B (d FH ad Af
A BE IO AR AR RO B 22 R, NI THIAE R 25 . Aad, XF T RZEE RN 7, 14 1 55
W B2 R LB AG, PRvE e AR 152 25 B S i A/ . ZEAR SO, #2 i Science-Metrix (2018) AW £, T8
TR 15 3 i g 2 7T LA ZZ 86 AN T, I BIRATRORE AT ik 22 S W n e & AR . MR AARFEZK . #
BRI B 080T 24 B2 SR HEA T N T3 380 4 T UE (3 T 20 JZ BEALIAE ) # 3E 5  H, (H 38
TIRATWEFE B BA A BE 775 L o

ARFRFEUT T 2 IR I 0 56 T e MEAE R 2 TP AR T A it 25 (Elsevier 2018; Elsevier 2020) H1fiff i 1Y
Jiik o EBRBESE H0 (ICSR) 32595 % [ FR AT H2 1t 1A DSR2 5 R e M Bt o FRATT8 FH i 5l A 4
Y N B AE Scopus FUHE PR b 04 BR BT A AT A 1, AE SR A BOR 85% . FRATTE M B AR
Scopus 4k 2 H A B bR URAF AL NamSor P4 51 #E W T 26 2 P~ 72E & . NamSor HA 1R /& 4 1fE
B 2R (RP R R AR ) A1 R (AP AR FEAR D) DL R 2R 3508 . BRI RR p K8 1 B S 51 1 44
FR A b A & (Science-Metrix 2018; NamSor 2024) . F AT 4L i T 51 &6 %) NamSor 3K {4 7E1F 2
78 H AR A 2 T B PEA (51 4 Santamaria & Mihaljevié 2018) .

(Z) EZAE: MEZRER

FEAG SRl 2 B A M L 9 AR AR, AR A 1 [RIRE TG Pk, 32 BB AR = Aoy ik i X ) | —
S Z R B0 T AR IR EE . AR B KRR B C M, AT B0 EC ) AR AR S A NS — B
AT L2 0ff 8 A A B (0] A A AR BAE S . R A AU IR A B R R AR IS o DLR A R R R SR Y A
e A TR R AR AR S, G — R IRZETE . RSB I o S ORAR IS R i K M e
SR E 1Y, 1B AR R o B T AR B IR K 3R SO B () SR R A AR AR RS, AN TR [ R A AE R
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) HE AR BE AN TR]

AMFFE R T8 =AMk T IR bR IE . 1E Qi AR A9 1% S i 5% (Stephan & Levin, 1992) Filf;
I B2 28 5 22 A5 (Stephan, 2012) i s 8 1, 4F 04 %k 22 AR B 177 22 5 T AR AR 35 22, A 48 A 98 A2 7 )
B MU DL S B RN E PR A VR . 38 3 1 R R 18 S0 H IR i 22 2 R A 18 BORFEFE —
() Jrs BR M, ESX b 1 70 1% [ 1 5 v EL A 8 v %) P R R P N — B0k

TERUA I BAR R b, P8 B 2 22 AR AR IS 1 AL R B 2230, IR R ik S8R 3R B 2 5 7E e kBl 22
PR E g BT JLAAE T T2 BRR 2 =5l 58 B R U, X A ARE TR AN 2288, RO AA T i 2 —
TR A RO R 2 s AR AR . DRI, RS [ GEOR — 26 [ SR 2R SR e AR Y 5E SR AR I R
T, HAWE SRR 22 5 T SOk T i A A5 v O A (2R AR I8 AR A2 W AR IS 1R B A 1, TR IR
TEEITADN TG . ATECS A AR AR Oy (TC 22 5T ) SR B R 51 AR B Jo B R A5 1 (R ) 4R IR B
FRCEE BT LE o 2R AR AR WS B 22 TE A [ R Ge b A A TR i e 2, X Ok TR K R G2 ERE T R
RGP IR AR

By 22 AF 0% 04 5 3 ) UG 1 79 28R 2% 58 0 B 28 DG 2, 1T R B (45 AT 43 A ik 7T g — /2 BA %1
AT, AT LTS [R) B 35 i & 18 SO R 22 KR TS 7] H OBA A B2 K AT LA — 2 ml 434,
A RIS R R SCI R G A TR I IR ER , DA AATT %) 575 — R 18 SO B SR SR I i

H 21 2807 I 46 XA AT THOUL 2 T8 9 KRB 58 LAE, 22 AR BRI 5% Hh bR i 22 i Al FH 2R
SRS S A A BEAE S (Nane et al. 2017; Robinson-Garcia et al. 2020) . K ELELATF I (AHXF T/ NAECATF 98 ) 13
FETCHESRAT AR FRAR IR B U T H Y. A2 Dok, Az BRAR IS — B g H TR 2= ARl 2= K nd it
5%, M 2 (Lehman) (1 CAE#% 5 U0 ) (1953) — 159 iy, AE BRAR S 5L A2 2] 1) 12 B0 847 — R 51 0F
UM EE T A= 7= I 0B Bt 2343 2 s2 e, Ao T AR R, 40 Pelz T Andrews(1976) ; Kyvik(1990);
LA K Stephan F1 Levin(1992) .

TERFFL, i B 5 S AR AR AN A AR IS 22 [ 1 OC R — D E Ay I, (&5 1, AR AR
FREACHE b BB AP 25—, 51 Wk £18 3 H WA 22 R 4E S (40 Nane et al,2017; Radicchi & Cas-
tellano,2013; Robinson-Garcia et al,2020) ; 5F —., 53R 1240 H W AH ¢ A9 2% R A1 (van den Besselaar &
Sandstrém, 2016; Savage & Olejniczak, 2021) . 7EHANE ZHFFEHh, X PR 7 2 38 HH, (BT B o5,
T A2 H I 022 AR AR WS T ELRT AR . BEE B N E 9 e 31 22 [ B Bk, A 38AF 0% 38
g 38 2 27 AR AR 1 B AR Al

ARG AR, 22 AR A IS RS PR AR BRAR IS 22 8] B AH DGR FEAS [ B 2 [ A 7 0 3 22 57 (Kwiek &
Roszka, 2022) o FEABEFE A1, X F STEMM 248, # 56 2 408 7E 80%-90% 2 [4] (il k=74 0.89, 4
PEE TG 2% R 0.90) o X T REEART “ Y5 57 19 B R R 9K 85 S, AH OGP (]8R] 58 5T R i 2%, T
X R R R B SR, AR G IR RE AT R /N .

fdi I T Scopus B2 AR AR AE by A AR IS () B A T8 b, B SR AE 70 25008 48 I 22 1 1) &, {H Scopus 7E
5 E 5T B B BAL# . 5 Web of Science # kb, Scopus & 7 5 v6 el A1 5 38 5 4 Mk 5 1 5 N A 50
At 78 7E 1Y B VR AL 5 2 T AR B & (Google Scholar) #1 OpenAlex., 2 ik 27 A B A 1] T 4R 52 B
2# % (Radicchi & Castellano, 2013), 1j OpenAlex 7& 4k B A B 2 L4 H US| A & i) 2 A
B H st 77 A5 PRI ¥E (Priem et al., 2022) .

S A B R TR AR 55 A R R IC SRR, MR RICEF R R BEAA . XEWRE, &
PR YE) 2 584 kR A 16 00 58 4 2 S B & 22 10 00 A ok UL iy, HE A €8 Cln 82 | 47 U B8
R T 55 W HEBRTE AL o X P JR BR M 75 2 0 e i 52 485 R - L 5 0

(=) E=4M8: mEZR

TERA E DR AE A th B B2 R 2R, FRATTTE I 2 R ik e 5 . 7 E REAR &, Bl Rk ¢
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Lg% FH4 £ (Marek Kwiek ) 5. A AT RAEX: OECD B RARBH N T EN AT RibH %

] 53380 AR W 58 VAL AR 0 2 SEhR U, Bh2f K — e 5 IR B 2 R s B €k

2\ ZAE IR e 1) 22 A ST B, R AE T AT AE 32 A E R 2EBHE o R B L R AR v, %
TP IE 32 P[] 2 A ME B, AR B 5T BE B R 90 Scopus B4 4 1Y )iz Sl fn 24 Bk o2 . HEAR T T A B
“ER IR BT B A A, AR T ASIC HRMUAS . AN, BT A R AR & 5 H S5 3
BRY R . R A R AR KA U A 225 S0k, AT E T AR R R — E F22

RIS, RS T Scopus ZUHE 2 P 1) — 21 i), X 86 i) & 26 F 2023 4F K 2 Aif, 31 FR
TIPS SO0 S B0 R B 2585 5 1 275 SCRRER B A 5 B 76 300 ) i 2 B 2, B
7 ASIC 0A5% . R T 530l WA 8505 280k, AR5 AR B T DA BRI R 467 o S, Geit R A&
I 2 RH L, FF R e o | IR BUR 2 192 RHE D £ 520 R . FANAIBR T/ 24 F 2R ai o
BH/ER o

X R R B . ST Z B 52, X b 5 Bl o ARG oo 1 & R R) L 7 A R AL
S, SRR E AT AR W . T R 10 5 SCEE M ERHE JE W] R TE R, (X S HERR U 2 R ER
M BFEE N B B B SRR AR B R (Kwiek & Szymula, 2024) . AR R T “— MR R, — 4%
BB A7, AR 5] RE 37 WOl AR P rh B4 e R

(M) #ARXBR

AWFFAER TR 2= B & R B AR A — 2 1 SR BR 1, 2 BRI LR LA J7 T :

BFRN R R BRI : ARG & it SCIREE S, AW 35 R & Rt Sl & Rt UKL
BRER . TR R &SN & F0 SRR, AR A = S8 E AR

“BIHRER” BB AW B R R W ORI IR R 3R TAE, B —BE&TF AR S OH:
= AR A A (AN . AT BUE ) SR 2R A 6 (CAnFE L BLBUN TAE) o Bl R S5 AERM 5 TAEZ 18]
(1) S PR A 50K (Preston, 2004, p. 14), {45 “ 85 FF- Bl 507 5D — S ME LIRS i 58 i E& .

FARAEA BB RE: AT E 3R 22 ZAE Scopus B P & TS — b Al G — = AR X
ARV 2 AR A A . SR 5 2ol & 20 SC P A0 IR 22 TAE R E 248 AR, R R A 2= AR W
T &2 SCRVE R E A B NS BL TAE (Sugimoto & Lariviére, 2023) . [K b, ASHHF 58 X Bl 2 BRI 1) 4
IR T A0 A Y RS T, %27 R BER 1 RAR T 16 S 4 BRUSCR B HH AR -

PR R R R A5 T BB 2R Z A N B IR AL PR T 4% Scopus B85 P2 003 Y
A, AR MCR A 0 R A U2 AR St MU ) R BAE N . b, Bl 5AE 7 AR B Al 2 (40
feF 28k VEHIR S0, AL R B R SR g AR 0 P4 ) ZEMF S h Bk Z 8 (Liu et al., 2023) . #0052, FEAHH
gEH, Bl S 5Bl oT R Bl O RRAT RO AR B . AR B 2f a2 0 BRUL Ge, AN H AR L
CEIFRLEE S . A8 STEMM SR A IR I AT R4k S FE S AR BB 1] TAR B AR HoAh 2= AR HR 55, (BRI
SCHR T B8 A2 TC 1 A 4 BRI P A% S AT Ay B A s A9 1A

(335 5 -FHE & TAE R 44 kwiekm@amu.eduplo 534 IME, RATFEURFHFHXFT AL LL)

£ 307k
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Patterns of Scientific Attrition: A Quantitative Analysis of Research
Landscapes in OECD Countries with Methodological Considerations
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Abstract: In this paper, we explore how members of the scientific community leave academic science and how
attrition (defined as ceasing to publish) differs across genders, academic disciplines, and over time. Our approach is
cohort-based and longitudinal. We track individual male and female scientists over time and quantify the phenomen-
on traditionally referred to as “leaving science.” Using publication metadata from Scopus—a global bibliometric
database of publications and citations—we follow the details of the publishing careers of scientists from 38 OECD
countries who started publishing in 2000 (N = 142,776) and 2010 (N = 232,843). Within a decade, about 50% of sci-
entists stay in science and after 19 years — only about 30%. Our study is restricted to 16 STEMM disciplines (science,
technology, engineering, mathematics, and medicine), and we track the individual scholarly output of the two co-
horts until 2022. We use survival analysis to compare attrition of men and women scientists. With more women in
science and more women within cohorts, attrition is becoming ever less gendered. In addition to the combined ag-
gregated changes at the level of all STEMM disciplines, widely nuanced changes were found to occur at the discip-
line level and over time. Attrition in science means different things for men versus women depending on the discip-
line; moreover, it means different things for scientists from different cohorts entering the scientific workforce. Fi-
nally, global bibliometric datasets were tested in the current study, opening new opportunities to explore gender and
disciplinary differences in attrition. It also describes the methodological challenges and research limitations of using
raw structured big data in academic career research, such as identifying gender, age, and discipline.

Keywords: academic careers; leaving science; big data; survival analysis; science of science
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