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Abstract
Background:

The COVID-19 pandemic has resulted in over 1,000,000 cases across 181

countries worldwide. The global impact of COVID-19 has resulted in a surge of related

research. Researchers have turned to social media platforms, namely Twitter, to

disseminate their articles. The online database Altmetric is a tool which tracks the social

media metrics of articles and is complementary to traditional, citation-based metrics.

Citation-based metrics may fail to portray dissemination accurately, due to the lengthy

publication process. Altmetrics are not subject to this time-lag, suggesting that they may be

an effective marker of research dissemination during the COVID-19 pandemic.

Objectives:

To assess the dissemination of COVID-19 articles as measured by Twitter

dissemination, compared to traditional citation-based metrics, and determine article

characteristics associated with tweet rates.

Methods:

st

COVID-19 articles obtained from LitCovid published between January 1

th,

March 18

to

2020 were screened for inclusion. The following article characteristics were

extracted independently, in single: Topic (General Info, Mechanism, Diagnosis,

Transmission, Treatment, Prevention, Case Report, and Epidemic Forecasting), open access

status (open access and subscription-based), continent of corresponding author (Asia,

Australia, Africa, North America, South America, and Europe), tweets, and citations. A sign

test was used to compare the tweet rate and citation rate per day. A negative binomial
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regression analysis was conducted to evaluate the association between tweet rate and

article characteristics of interest.

Results:

1328 articles were included in the analysis. Tweet rates were found to be

significantly higher than citation rates for COVID-19 articles, with a median tweet rate of

1.09 (IQR 6.83) tweets per day and median citation rate of 0.00 (IQR 0.00) citations per

day, resulting in a median of differences of 1.09 (95% CI 0.86-1.33,

P < .001). 2018 journal

P < .001). The topics Diagnosis

impact factors were positively correlated with tweet rate (

P = .01), Transmission (P < .001), Treatment (P = .01), and Epidemic Forecasting (P < .001)

(

were positively correlated with tweet rate, relative to Case Report. The following

continents of the corresponding author were negatively correlated with tweet rate, Africa

P < .001), Australia (P = .03), and South America (P < .001), relative to Asia. Open access

(

journals were negatively correlated with tweet rate, relative to subscription-based journals

P < .001).

(

Conclusions:

COVID-19 articles had significantly higher tweets rates compared to citation

rates. This study further identified article characteristics that are correlated with the

dissemination of articles on Twitter, such as 2018 journal impact factor, continent of the

corresponding author, topic, and open access status. This highlights the importance of

altmetrics in periods of rapidly expanding research, such as the COVID-19 pandemic to

localize highly disseminated articles.
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Introduction
In December 2019, a collection of patients in Wuhan, China presented to hospital

with respiratory symptoms and pneumonia. These patients were diagnosed with a novel

coronavirus of the

Orthocoronavirinae subfamily (SARS-CoV-2) [1,2]. SARS-CoV-2 is readily

capable of transmission between human hosts, and is associated with a range of clinical

severity from mild respiratory symptoms to severe hypoxemic respiratory failure and

death [3,4]. Although originating in China, SARS-CoV-2 has resulted in over 1,000,000 cases

of infection in 181 countries worldwide, and has claimed the lives of over 60,000 (as of

th)

April 5

[5]. Whereas SARS-CoV-2 refers to the virus itself, its associated syndrome is

referred to as coronavirus disease (COVID-19). COVID-19 has drastically impacted the lives

of millions worldwide [5].

The global impact of COVID-19 has led to a surge of related research with over 1328

th,

related articles indexed on PubMed as of March 20

2020 [6,7]. With the amount of

research being performed, streamlined and timely methods for disseminating information

to frontline clinicians has become central to providing evidence informed care. To facilitate

this, clinicians have increasingly turned to social media platforms including Twitter, to

share, discuss, and respond to peer reviewed studies, sometimes even before the formal

peer review process [8].

The use of social media to disseminate knowledge among the medical community is

not new, with Twitter serving as an important social media platform for scholarly

communication [9,10]. Whereas traditional citation-based metrics can track the amount of

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.22.20137505.this version posted June 25, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

times a publication is cited by other researchers, they do not consider the dissemination of

the publication online across social media platforms. The online database Altmetric is a tool

that tracks social media sharing, and then collects and displays metrics from sources

including Twitter and Facebook [11,12]. The Altmetric database has previously been

interrogated to explore how variables such as study discipline, number of authors, and

country of origin influence the number of tweets pertaining to a given study [13,14] and as

a tool to examine research dissemination. As there is a lack of correlation between

altmetrics and citation rates, it has been suggested that twitter-based metrics reflect

different, yet complementary information to traditionally used citation rates [15,16].

Therefore, altmetrics may serve as another tool to capture the wider impact of a given

study [17].

Determining the impact and dissemination of research is especially important for

the COVID-19 pandemic, as healthcare workers rely on current and impactful research to

inform practice. Traditional citation metrics may fail to portray dissemination accurately,

as there is a significant time-lag due to the publication process. Altmetrics do not have the

same limitation, as they do not rely on the publication process, suggesting that they may

provide an effective marker of research dissemination during the COVID-19 pandemic.

The objective of this study is to assess the impact of COVID-19 research articles as

measured by Twitter dissemination, compared to a traditional citation-based metric. This

study will also seek to determine which characteristics are associated with an article's

Twitter dissemination. This research serves as an important first step in understanding
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how best to rapidly disseminate new and important research during the COVID-19

pandemic.

Methods
Research ethics board approval for this type of research is waived at our institution.

The pre-specified study protocol is available on the Open Science Framework [18].

Search strategy and selection

LitCovid [7], a curated literature hub that compiles research articles pertaining to

th,

COVID-19 on a daily basis, was searched on March 20

2020 for all publications included

st,

in the database to date. The search spanned from January 1

th,

2020 to March 19

2020.

Two investigators (NF [second-year medical student] and ZH [third-year medical

student]) independently screened each of the retrieved articles full-text for potential

relevance. Articles were included if they discussed the novel SARS-CoV-2, or its associated

syndrome COVID-19. Articles were excluded if they were retracted.

Data collection
One investigator (ZH) extracted article title, authorship, publication date, continent

of corresponding author, and topic from LitCovid. Two investigators (NF and SW [second

year medical student]) extracted the 2018 journal impact factor and open access status

from Clarivate Analytics Journal Citation Reports. Two investigators (SK [second year

medical student], AK [fourth year mathematics student]) extracted the number of citations

from the Web of Science (on March 23, 2020). One investigator (ZH) used Altmetric to

derive the number of tweets made about an article (on March 23, 2020). Article DOIs were
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used to query the Altmetric Details Page API, version v1. If DOIs were not available, the

article title was used to search in Altmetric Explorer. All extractions were done

independently, in single.

Missing information was recorded as “not reported”. Default values were assigned

in cases where the complete publication date was not available: in cases where the day of

publication was unavailable, the first of the month was assigned as default. For journals not

listed on Clarivate Analytics Journal Citation Reports or Web of Science, an impact factor of

0, and citation value of 0 were assigned, respectively. For articles with multiple topics or

continents listed, the first listed topic or continent was taken.

Data analysis
A sign test was used to compare the tweet rate and citation rate per day for each

article. Significance was defined as p-value less than or equal to 0.05.

A negative binomial regression analysis was conducted to evaluate the association

between tweet rate and article characteristics of interest: 2018 journal impact factors

(median split), journal open access status (open access and subscription-based), topic

(General Info, Mechanism, Diagnosis, Transmission, Treatment, Prevention, Epidemic

Forecasting, and Case Report), and continent of corresponding author (Africa, Australia,

Europe, North America, South America, and Asia), starting from the date of publication to

rd,

March 23

2020. Positive and negative regression coefficients were calculated to evaluate

the associations between a specific article characteristic of interest and tweet rate.

Predictive Mean Matching imputation was performed for 3 variables (open access status,

continent of corresponding author, and topic of article) with a total missingness proportion
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of 20% out of the 1328 included articles. Imputation was performed using the MICE

package in R [19–22].

Using R software for analysis (version 3.6.3, R Foundation for Statistical

Computing), the p-values for the association of the variables of interest with tweet rate

were obtained by means of likelihood ratio testing with a chi-squared mode, where a value

of 0.05 was used as the threshold for significance.

Results
Article selection
The search of the LitCovid database yielded 1328 articles. All articles fulfilled the

inclusion and exclusion criteria.

Article characteristics
The included article characteristics are presented in Table 1. Publication dates

st,

ranged from January 1

th,

2020 to March 19

2020. Exact publication dates were available

for 1314 articles (98.94%) and default days were assigned to 14 articles (1.05%). On the

LitCovid database, a single topic was listed for 1180 articles (88.86%) and multiple topics

were listed for 148 articles (11.14%). A single continent of the corresponding author was

listed for 1291 articles (97.21%) and multiple were listed for 37 articles (2.79%). The

included articles were published in 326 journals, with a median impact factor of 3.73.

Table 1: Summary characteristics of included articles.

Total articles

Number of

Median

Median tweet

articles

number of

rate/day

Median number Median citation
of citations

rate/day

(%)

tweets (IQR)

(IQR)

(IQR)

(IQR)

1328 (100)

22.00

1.09 (6.83)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)
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(120.00)
Topic
General Info

437 (32.91)

34.00

1.33 (7.14)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

1.23 (6.33)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

18.00 (64.75)

0.98 (4.77)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

46.00

1.45 (11.96)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

0.56 (5.31)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

(126.00)
Mechanism

240 (18.07)

23.50
(149.00)

Diagnosis

68 (5.12)

Transmission

78 (5.87)

(263.25)
Treatment

233 (17.55)

10.00
(101.00)

Prevention

1 (0.00)

3.00 (0.00)

0.43 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

Case report

71 (5.35)

13.00 (60.50)

0.62 (3.65)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

Epidemic forecasting

65 (4.89)

13.00

0.80 (6.30)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

135 (10.17) 15.00 (88.00)

1.55 (9.27)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

Open access

152 (11.45) 17.00 (79.00)

0.80 (4.40)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

Subscription-based

901 (67.85)

2.00 (9.93)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

0.09 (0.34)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

0.62 (4.09)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

1.20 (9.92)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

1.86 (10.21)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

3.54 (13.52)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

6.50 (11.50)

0.37 (0.32)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

48.00

3.00 (5.67)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

1.61 (7.66)

0.00 (0.00)

0.00 (0.00)

(168.00)
Not Reported
Open access status

44.00
(214.00)

Not Reported

275 (20.71)

2.00 (9.50)

Continent of corresponding author
Asia
Australia

761 (57.30) 13.00 (81.75)
25 (1.88)

10.00
(115.00)

Europe

271 (20.41)

43.50
(149.25)

North America

219 (16.49)

60.00
(302.50)

South America

12 (0.90)

Africa

13 (1.00)

(136.00)
Not Reported

27 (2.03)

40.00
(360.50)
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Comparison of dissemination: tweet rates versus citation rates
Tweet rates were found to be significantly higher than citation rates for COVID-19

articles, with a median tweet rate of 1.09 (IQR 6.83) tweets per day and median citation

rate of 0.00 (IQR 0.00) citations per day. The tweet rate ranged from 0 to 2652.67 tweets

per day and the citation rate ranged from 0 to 1.78 citations per day. The resulting median

of differences was 1.09 (95% CI 0.86-1.33,

P < .001).

Association of Twitter dissemination with article characteristics
A positive association between 2018 impact factor and tweet rate was present.

Assessment of the association between topic and tweet rate yielded a positive association

present for the topics Diagnosis, Epidemic Forecasting, Transmission, and Treatment,

relative to Case Reports, with the largest association observed in Epidemic Forecasting

(regression coefficient: 1.95,

P < .001). A negative association was found between open

access journals and tweet rate, relative to subscription-based journals. Further, analysis of

the association between continent of corresponding author and tweet rate found a negative

association for articles published in Australia, Africa, and South America, relative to those

published in Asia. A significant negative association was found between 2018 journal

impact factor and open access status. Regression coefficients for the article characteristics

of interest are presented in Table 2.

Table 2: Negative binomial regression model evaluating the association between tweet
rate and 2018 journal impact factor, open access status, topic, and continent of
corresponding. Variable categories with coefficients indicated as “REF” were used as the
reference category for their respective categorical variables.
Significance defined as

P < .05

Variable

Regression coefficient

Standard error

p-value

1.42

0.24

<.001

Intercept
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2018 impact factor

2.33

0.13

<.001

-1.19

0.19

<.001

REF

N/A

N/A

-0.44

0.33

.03

General Info

0.32

0.24

.19

Mechanism

0.41

0.25

.11

Diagnosis

0.85

0.30

.01

Transmission

1.08

0.30

<.001

Treatment

0.71

0.25

.01

Prevention

-2.17

2.05

.29

Epidemic Forecasting

1.95

0.39

<.001

Case Report

REF

N/A

N/A

Open access status
Open access
Subscription-based
2018 impact factor X
Open access
Topic

Continent of corresponding author
Africa

-2.18

0.53

<.001

Australia

-0.87

0.39

.03

Europe

-0.11

0.14

.46

North America

-0.15

0.15

.34

South America

-2.85

0.58

<.001

REF

N/A

N/A

Asia

Discussion
The objective of this study was to compare tweet rates to citation rates for articles

about COVID-19 that were extracted from the LitCovid database, and to identify article

characteristics that correlate with the number of tweets an article receives. The tweet rates

were found to be significantly higher that the citations rates. The number of tweets an

article received was positively correlated with 2018 journal impact factor and topic

(Diagnosis, Transmission, Treatment, and Epidemic Forecasting relative to Case Report)
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and was negatively correlated with open access journals (relative to subscription-based

journals) and the continent of the corresponding author (Africa, Australia, and South

America, relative to Asia).

A significant difference was found between the tweet and citation rate. This result is

in accordance with previously described literature from Haustein et. al. which found a lack

of association between tweets [15] and citation rates for journal articles in the biomedical

sciences and from Costas et. al. showing a weak correlation between tweets and citation

rates from different disciplines indexed from Web of Science [16]. Thus, altmetrics provide

different and supplementary information to previously used citation based metrics for

article dissemination analysis. Further, the lack of association demonstrates that during the

COVID-19 pandemic, citation rates are not optimal to quantify article dissemination due to

their associated time-lag. As altmetrics do not suffer from this limitation, they are better

equipped to quantify dissemination of articles and provide an objective metric for

healthcare workers or researchers to find impactful research, as evidenced by our finding

that tweet rates were significantly higher than citation.

A journal’s 2018 impact factor was found to be positively associated with tweet rate.

This is fitting as journals with higher impact factors are often exposed to larger audiences,

increasing the likelihood that articles published in these journals would be tweeted about.

The continent of the corresponding author was found to impact the number of

tweets with South America having the largest negative association, followed by Africa, then

Australia, relative to articles published from Asia. An analysis of worldwide Twitter usage

using tweet geolocation, found that Twitter has a strong prevalence in North America and

Europe compared to other continents with African and South American countries having
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the lowest involvement [23]. This could explain the lower number of tweets associated

with Africa and South America. There was also a lower research output, as reflected by the

relatively low number of articles from Africa, South America and Australia which could

account for the lower number of tweets received. Similarly, Asia had the highest number of

articles, followed by Europe and North America which could account for their higher

number of tweets. The number of tweets also followed the progression of COVID-19 across

continents, with early cases surging in Asia, followed by Europe, then North America.

Therefore, when looking at articles on social media platforms it is important to

acknowledge that the articles presented may be biased towards countries with higher

social media use or in general more research on the topic.

Epidemic forecasting, Transmission, and Diagnosis had significantly higher rates of

tweets (compared to General Info, Mechanism, and Prevention), relative to Case Reports.

This result could convey an increased interest in these topics for the COVID-19 pandemic,

resulting in increased tweet rates. Interestingly, these topics had a relatively low amount of

articles, relative to the other topics, suggesting that general perceived interest in a topic

and not absolute number of publications could influence online dissemination.

Surprisingly, journals that were open access had a negative association of tweets

compared to subscription-based journals. This finding was supported by the statistically

significant interaction between 2018 impact factor and open access status in the regression

model. Since journals with higher impact factor were more likely to be subscription-based,

articles published in subscription-based journals had an increased likelihood of Twitter

dissemination. It is important to note that many prominent subscription-based journals

have made COVID-19 related research open access in an effort to improve dissemination to
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readers. This could have influenced the number of tweets made about articles from

subscription-based journals.

There are a few limitations to this study. There may be residual confounding

variables that were not measured in this analysis. The authors acknowledge that self-

promotion (eg: authors tweeting out their own article) may influence the number of tweets

an article receives; however, the extent is difficult to quantify. Further, this study did not

quantify the sentiment of the tweets and citations, which could provide useful information.

However, it has been found that 94.8% of tweets linking to scientific papers and 75.85% of

citations in clinical trial papers were neutral [24,25]. Thus, this suggests that the majority

of citations and tweets within this study were neutral in sentiment. Further research

should be conducted in this area to clarify this. Also, there is a loss in precision due to the

use of categorical variables such as the use of continents instead of countries and use of

impact factor median split instead of impact factor. This was used in order to get an

appropriate fit of the model, but loss of precision is a consequence. Similarly, the relatively

high proportion of missing values (20%) could have impacted the robustness of the model

fit to the data, despite the imputation performed to address this concern.

Research surrounding the COVID-19 pandemic is being performed at an ever

increasing rate. This study represents a snapshot of the early research into the pandemic,

repeating this analysis as more research becomes available will be important to confirm

findings. In addition, sentiment analysis (categorizing the content of the tweets as positive,

negative, or neutral) may be valuable to gain further insight into the content of tweets

shared online for a given article. A tool known as SentiStrength has shown potential in this
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area by categorizing sentiment strengths of social media text, and may prove useful in this

type of analysis [26].

LitCovid provides a centralized curated hub for readers to find research related to

COVID-19. However, not all periods of rapidly expanding research has this same easily,

accessible resource. Thus, the results of this study suggest that the amount of tweets, or

online dissemination in general by means of altmetrics, can be used to locate highly

disseminated articles in other areas of rapidly evolving research, such as the vaping-

associated lung disease which sporadically appeared in the summer of 2019 [27], where

citation based metrics may fail to capture article dissemination.

Conclusion
This study collected data from LitCovid on articles related to COVID-19 and showed

that these articles had significantly higher tweets rates compared to citation rates. This

study also identified that the number of tweets an article received was positively correlated

with 2018 journal impact factor and topic (Diagnosis, Transmission, Treatment, and

Epidemic Forecasting relative to Case Report) and was negatively correlated with open

access journals (relative to subscription-based journals) and the continent of the

corresponding author (Africa, Australia, and South America, relative to Asia). This analysis

expands the current literature on the use of altmetrics in categorizing research

dissemination and its practical use in periods of rapidly expanding research, such as the

COVID-19 pandemic, to localize highly disseminated articles.
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