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ABSTRACT

This study presents a comparative analysis of 50 Library and Information Science 
(LIS) Blogs and 30 Knowledge Portals to assess their growth, visibility, authority, 
and impact within the digital ecosystem of LIS from 2010 to 2024. Data were collected 
on multiple indicators, including platform growth trends, web rankings, backlinks, 
mentions, subject coverage, and social media engagement across Facebook, Twitter, 
LinkedIn, and Instagram. Statistical measures such as averages, percentages, and 
correlation�coef𿿿cients�were�employed�to�interpret�relationships�between�digital�
visibility and user engagement. Findings reveal that while LIS Blogs are more 
numerous and contribute extensively to discourse in areas like Digital Libraries 
and Information Literacy, Knowledge Portals demonstrate stronger authority with 
higher average backlinks, better global rankings, and greater recognition through 
mentions.�Moreover,�Knowledge�Portals�signi𿿿cantly�outperform�blogs�in�social�
media�engagement,�particularly�on�LinkedIn�and�Twitter,�reÁecting�their�broader�
professional�reach.�Subject�coverage�analysis�shows�blogs�emphasize�reÁective�and�
pedagogical content, whereas portals focus on structured access to resources, open 
access initiatives, and emerging technologies. Correlation results further suggest 
that academic credibility, in terms of backlinks and mentions, aligns closely with 
professional visibility on social media platforms. The study concludes that LIS 
Blogs enhance diversity and community-driven discourse, while Knowledge 
Portals emerge as more authoritative and sustainable platforms for long-term 
inÁuence�in�LIS�scholarship�and�practice.
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INTRODUCTION
The rapid digitization of knowledge has 
transformed the landscape of scholarly 
communication, positioning digital platforms 
as integral channels for information 
dissemination in India. Among these, Library 
and Information Science (LIS) research blogs 
and knowledge portals have emerged as 
inÁuential� tools� for� accessing,� sharing,� and�
generating professional knowledge. Unlike 
traditional academic publications, these 
platforms provide timely insights, encourage 
community participation, and support 
continuous professional development. LIS 
blogs typically function as dynamic forums 
for� reÁective� discourse,� professional� updates,�
and the exchange of innovative ideas among 
librarians, researchers, and practitioners. 
Knowledge portals, in contrast, offer curated 
and structured access to specialized information 
resources, facilitating systematic learning 
and informed decision-making within the LIS 
domain. Together, these online spaces contribute 
to a participatory knowledge ecosystem that 
aligns with contemporary priorities such as 
digital libraries, open access initiatives, and 
technology-driven library services.
Evaluating� the� visibility� and� inÁuence�

of these digital platforms is essential for 
understanding their role in shaping LIS 
scholarship and practice. Webometrics the 
quantitative analysis of web-based resources 
provides a robust approach to assessing their 
online presence, interlinking patterns, user 
engagement, and scholarly impact. By applying 
webometric indicators, this study conducts 
a comparative analysis of LIS-focused blogs 
and knowledge portals in India, examining 
their evolution, subject coverage, usability, 
audience�reach,�and�professional�signi𿿿cance.�
The� 𿿿ndings� aim� to� uncover� how� these�
platforms contribute to the digital knowledge 
ecosystem and the long-term development of 
the�LIS�𿿿eld.

LITERATURE�REVIEW
The�rise�of�digital�platforms�has�signi𿿿cantly�

transformed scholarly communication and 
professional knowledge sharing in the Library 
and Information Science (LIS) domain. 
Blogs and knowledge portals have emerged 
as two prominent formats facilitating the 
dissemination of information, collaborative 
learning, and professional networking. LIS 

Blogs have been widely recognized as informal 
yet impactful tools for knowledge sharing, 
reÁection,�and�community�building.�According�
to Clyde (2004), blogs in librarianship provide 
spaces for professional commentary, news 
updates, and discussions on emerging trends. 
Subsequent studies (Cox & Corrall, 2013; 
Mishra & Mehta, 2017) have highlighted how 
LIS� blogs� contribute� to� reÁective� practice,�
encourage interaction among professionals, 
and foster innovation in teaching, research, 
and service delivery. Blogs are often driven 
by individuals or small groups, making them 
dynamic and diverse, but they face challenges 
of sustainability and continuity (Walia & 
Gupta, 2019). Knowledge Portals, on the 
other hand, represent more structured and 
authoritative�platforms.�As�de𿿿ned�by�Detlor�
(2000), knowledge portals act as gateways 
to organized resources, integrating access 
to digital libraries, open access repositories, 
and� subject-speci𿿿c�knowledge�hubs.� Studies�
(Bontis, 2001; Shukla & Tripathi, 2016) 
emphasize that knowledge portals enhance 
accessibility, support collaborative learning, 
and strengthen institutional visibility. Unlike 
blogs, portals are often institution-driven, 
with stable organizational backing, which 
ensures their long-term sustainability and 
credibility. Several comparative studies have 
noted the complementary role of blogs and 
portals in LIS. For instance, Kumar & Verma 
(2018) observed that while blogs encourage 
discourse and personal perspectives, portals 
provide curated, authoritative, and structured 
access to scholarly resources. Additionally, 
social� media� integration� has� ampli𿿿ed� the�
visibility of both formats, with research (Gupta 
& Sharma, 2020) showing that platforms with 
higher social engagement often demonstrate 
stronger�academic�inÁuence.�Blogs�often�suffer�
from irregular updates and varying content 
quality, while portals may lack the personal, 
interactive touch that blogs provide (Pathak, 
2021). Despite these limitations, both formats 
collectively contribute to the democratization 
of knowledge in LIS, bridging the gap between 
practitioners, researchers, and learners. 
Beyond comparative analyses, global research 
on webometrics has increasingly emphasized 
the need to measure the visibility, authority, 
and interconnectivity of LIS digital platforms. 
Ingwersen (1998) and Thelwall (2001) 
pioneered webometric analysis by proposing 
link-based evaluation frameworks applicable 
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to libraries and academic institutions. Chu and 
Thelwall (2003) examined the web presence 
of library schools worldwide, demonstrating 
the relationship between hyperlink visibility 
and institutional research performance. 
Noruzi (2006) applied webometric indicators 
to assess open access repositories, showing 
how�link�analysis�reÁects�scholarly�access�and�
outreach. Musetti and Costa (2010) explored 
web visibility patterns in Ibero-American 
LIS schools, emphasizing geographical 
variations in online impact. More recent 
studies� (Zafrunnisha�&� Ra𿿿q,� 2021;�Nicholas�
et al., 2022) have analyzed digital engagement 
trends, highlighting that socially embedded 
and regularly updated LIS platforms achieve 
higher global connectivity and user retention. 
These� 𿿿ndings� underscore� the� growing�
signi𿿿cance� of� webometric� techniques� for�
evaluating� the� digital� inÁuence� of� scholarly�
and professional LIS platforms. The study, 
based on Web of Science and Scopus data, 
discusses growth trends, citation networks, 
and institutional contributions (Mitha & 
Omarsaib, 2024). A forward-looking paper 
explores how generative AI is transforming 
academic libraries from passive information 
providers into proactive knowledge 
facilitators, highlighting the growing shift 
toward intelligent, AI-empowered services 
(Boateng, 2025; Chaudhuri & Terrones, 2025).

OBJECTIVES�OF�THE�STUDY
The present study aims to conduct a 

comparative analysis of LIS Blogs and 
Knowledge Portals to assess their growth, 
visibility, and impact in the Library and 
Information� Science� domain.� The� speci𿿿c�
objectives are:

• To trace the growth trends of LIS Blogs 
and Knowledge Portals over the years.

• To evaluate their digital visibility and 
ranking performance.

• To analyse backlinks and mentions as 
indicators of credibility and recognition.

• To examine social media engagement 
across platforms such as Facebook, 
Twitter, LinkedIn, and Instagram.

• To identify subject-wise coverage and 
thematic focus areas of LIS Blogs and 
Knowledge Portals.

• To explore correlations between visibility, 
authority, and social media presence.

• To highlight the comparative strengths 
and limitations of LIS Blogs and 
Knowledge Portals in shaping LIS 
scholarship and practice.

Scope:
This study focuses on a comparative analysis 

of 50 LIS Blogs and 30 Knowledge Portals that 
were active and relevant in the period 2010–2024. 
The scope includes examining their growth 
trends, web visibility, backlinks, mentions, 
social media engagement, subject coverage, and 
correlations between credibility indicators and 
social media presence. The analysis highlights 
how these platforms contribute to knowledge 
dissemination, professional networking, and 
scholarly communication within the Library 
and Information Science (LIS) domain. Both 
global� and� India-speci𿿿c� LIS� platforms� were�
considered to ensure a balanced representation 
of perspectives.

Limitations:
The study is limited to selected 80 platforms, 

which may not cover the entire universe of 
LIS-related blogs and portals worldwide. The 
availability and accuracy of data from sources 
such as Alexa Rank, backlink counts, and social 
media metrics may vary over time, introducing 
possible�Áuctuations�in�results.�Some�platforms�
may have become inactive, merged, or evolved 
into different formats, which could affect 
longitudinal analysis. The study also relies 
primarily on quantitative indicators, while 
qualitative aspects such as content quality, 
user experience, and impact on professional 
practice were not deeply examined. Hence, 
𿿿ndings� should� be� interpreted� as� indicative�
rather than exhaustive, offering insights into 
broad patterns rather than absolute measures.

METHODOLOGY
This study adopts a comparative quantitative 

research design to analyse the growth, online 
visibility, and digital impact of LIS Blogs 
and Knowledge Portals from 2010 to 2024.  
A purposive sample of 80 platforms, 50 blogs, 
and 30 portals was selected based on thematic 
relevance� to� the� LIS� 𿿿eld,� accessibility,�
continuity of updates, and long-term 
operational stability. Since Alexa.com was 
discontinued in May 2022, historical Alexa 
Rank values (2010–2022) were retrieved from 
the Wayback Machine (archive.org), while 
post-2022 ranking and� traf𿿿c� estimates� for�
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2023–2024 were collected using Similar Web to 
ensure consistency in visibility measurement. 
To assess link popularity and authority, 
backlink and ranking data were obtained using 
Ahrefs, Majestic SEO, and Moz Link Explorer. 
At the same time, citation mentions were 
collected from Google Scholar, Crossref, and 
Dimensions to evaluate scholarly recognition. 
Social media engagement indicators, including 
Facebook Likes, Twitter/X Followers, 
LinkedIn Followers, and Instagram Followers, 
were recorded to determine audience 
interaction and outreach. All platforms were 
categorised� into� 𿿿ve� thematic� areas:� Digital�
Libraries, Information Literacy, Open Access 

and Repositories, Library Management, and 
Emerging Technologies. Descriptive statistics 
(including means and percentages) were used 
to examine overall visibility patterns, while 
correlation analysis was applied to identify 
relationships between webometric visibility 
metrics and social media engagement. This 
multi-tool, multi-metric methodological 
framework ensures comprehensive and 
veri𿿿able�measurement�of�the�digital�inÁuence�
of LIS Blogs and Knowledge Portals, enabling 
robust comparison of their evolving roles in 
scholarly communication and professional 
knowledge sharing. A “Tools vs Indicators” 
summary table is shown below.

Category Tool / Source Used Indicator(s) Collected Purpose / Contribution to Study

Traffic & 
Global Rank

Wayback Machine 
(archive.org) Historical Alexa Rank (2010–2022) Access archived global visibility data after the 

Alexa shutdown

SimilarWeb Website traffic rank (2023–2024), monthly 
visits, audience reach

Measure current visibility and popularity of 
platforms

Backlink 
& Link 
Authority

Ahrefs Total backlinks, referring domains, URL 
Rating (UR) Evaluate link popularity and web authority

Majestic SEO Trust Flow, Citation Flow, external backlinks Identify the credibility and strength of the link 
network

Moz Link Explorer Domain Authority (DA), Page Authority (PA) Assess the influence and reliability of platform 
webpages

Scholarly 
Mentions

Google Scholar Academic citation mentions Determine scholarly recognition of platforms

Crossref DOI-linked citation presence Validate scholarly footprint and persistence

Dimensions Citation counts and academic attention Track bibliometric impact beyond Google 
Scholar

Social Media 
Engagement

Facebook Page Likes, Followers Measure audience connection and reach

Twitter / X Followers Assess professional communication and 
engagement

LinkedIn Followers Measure networking 

DATA�ANALYSIS�AND�DISCUSSION
Table 1: Year-wise Launch of LIS Blogs and Knowledge Portals 
(2010–2024)

Year LIS Blogs Knowledge Portals Total Platforms

2010 2 1 3

2012 3 2 5

2014 5 3 8

2016 6 4 10

2018 7 5 12

2020 8 6 14

2022 10 5 15

2024 9 4 13

Total 50 30 80

Table 1 shows a steady growth in the number 
of LIS Blogs and Knowledge Portals from 2010 
to� 2020,� reÁecting� the� increasing� adoption� of�
online platforms in the library and information 
science�(LIS)�𿿿eld.�Throughout�the�period,�LIS�
Blogs consistently outnumbered Knowledge 
Portals,�contributing�50�of�the�total�80�identi𿿿ed�
platforms, indicating their stronger popularity 
and comparatively easier establishment and 
maintenance. Knowledge Portals, though 
fewer in number (30 in total), also followed 
a gradual upward trend until 2020, before 
witnessing a slight decline thereafter. Both 
categories peaked around 2020–2022, with LIS 
Blogs reaching their highest count (10 in 2022) 
and Knowledge Portals peaking at 6 in 2020. 
A noticeable decline is recorded again in 2024 
for both platform types, suggesting possible 
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transitions in user engagement, preference 
for alternative digital tools, or consolidation 
of existing platforms. It should be noted 
that the study covers 2010–2024 based on 
the availability and visibility of platforms; 
however,�the�data�does�not�con𿿿rm�whether�all�
platforms� identi𿿿ed� during� the� study� period�
remained continuously active, and some 
records� reÁect� archival� analysis� of� platforms�
no longer operating. Therefore, the observed 
trends represent overall presence rather than 
uninterrupted platform activity.

Table 2: Visibility Status of LIS Platforms Based on Alexa Ranking

Platform Type Min Rank Max Rank Average Rank

LIS Blogs 50,000 2,500,000 780,000

Knowledge Portals 25,000 1,500,000 520,000

Table 2 shows that the ranking data reveal 
Knowledge Portals generally perform better in 
terms of visibility and accessibility compared 
to LIS Blogs. Knowledge Portals have a 
minimum rank of 25,000 and a maximum 
rank of 1,500,000, with an average rank of 
520,000, whereas LIS Blogs exhibit a wider 
spread with a minimum rank of 50,000, a 
maximum of 2,500,000, and a higher average 
rank of 780,000. This indicates that although 
LIS Blogs are greater in number, their overall 
reach and impact are comparatively lower, 
possibly due to varied quality, niche scope, 
or limited audience engagement. Knowledge 
Portals, despite being fewer, demonstrate a 
stronger digital presence and user relevance, 
suggesting their role as more authoritative and 
widely accessed platforms in the LIS domain. 
It should be noted that the analysis covers the 
period 2010–2024 based on available ranking 
records;�however,�the�study�does�not�con𿿿rm�
the continuous activity of all platforms 
throughout this period. Some ranking data 
reÁect�archival�records�of�platforms�that�may�
no�longer�be�active,�and�therefore�the�𿿿ndings�
represent comparative web visibility rather 
than uninterrupted platform performance 
over time.

Table 3: Comparative Backlink Strength of LIS Blogs and 
Knowledge Portals

Platform Type Total 
Backlinks

Average 
Backlinks

% Platforms 
>1000 Backlinks

LIS Blogs 45,000 900 35%

Knowledge Portals 38,000 1,267 50%

Table 3 shows that the backlink analysis 

highlights a clear distinction between LIS Blogs 
and Knowledge Portals in terms of digital 
inÁuence.� Although� LIS� Blogs� collectively�
generate more backlinks (45,000) due to their 
larger number, their average backlinks (900) 
remain lower than those of Knowledge Portals 
(1,267). Additionally, only 35% of LIS Blogs 
surpass the 1,000-backlink threshold, compared 
to 50% of Knowledge Portals, indicating that 
portals are more likely to attract sustained 
referencing and recognition. This suggests 
that while LIS Blogs are more numerous and 
contribute� signi𿿿cantly� to� content� diversity,�
Knowledge Portals occupy a relatively 
stronger position in terms of credibility, 
authority, and long-term engagement within 
the LIS community. It should be noted that 
although the study covers the period 2010–
2024,� the� analysis� does� not� con𿿿rm� that� all�
identi𿿿ed�platforms�were�continuously�active�
throughout this timeframe. Some backlink 
counts�reÁect�archival�data�from�platforms�that�
may no longer be active, meaning the results 
represent� overall� historical� digital� inÁuence�
rather than uninterrupted performance over 
the entire study period.
Table 4: Comparative Social Media Adoption Trends of LIS 
Blogs and Knowledge Portals.

Platform 
Type

Facebook 
Likes

Twitter 
Followers

LinkedIn 
Followers

Instagram 
Followers

LIS Blogs 8,500 12,000 5,000 2,500

Knowledge 
Portals 15,000 18,000 12,000 5,500

Table 4 shows that the social media 
engagement data indicate Knowledge Portals 
enjoy� signi𿿿cantly� higher� popularity� and�
user interaction across platforms compared 
to LIS Blogs. Knowledge Portals lead in every 
category, with 15,000 Facebook likes, 18,000 
Twitter followers, 12,000 LinkedIn followers, 
and� 5,500� Instagram� followers,� reÁecting�
broader professional and public appeal. In 
contrast, LIS Blogs record comparatively 
modest engagement, 8,500 Facebook likes, 
12,000 Twitter followers, 5,000 LinkedIn 
followers, and 2,500 Instagram followers, 
suggesting a narrower audience reach. The 
stronger presence of Knowledge Portals across 
both professional networks (LinkedIn) and 
general social media platforms (Facebook, 
Twitter, Instagram) underscores their role 
as more authoritative, resource-rich, and 
community-oriented platforms, while LIS 
Blogs remain more specialised and niche-
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focused with relatively limited social media 
traction. It should be noted, however, that 
although the study covers the period 2010–
2024, continuous activity of all platforms 
throughout this timeframe cannot be fully 
assured. Some of the social media engagement 
𿿿gures� reÁect� archival� records� of� platforms�
that may no longer be active; therefore, the 
results represent cumulative visibility trends 
rather than uninterrupted engagement over 
the entire study period.
Table 5: Citation Mentions of LIS Platforms in Academic 
Publications (2010–2024)

Platform Type Total 
Mentions

Average 
Mentions 

per Platform

% Platforms 
with >10 
Mentions

LIS Blogs 420 8.4 40%

Knowledge Portals 390 13.0 60%

Table 5 shows that the mention analysis 
indicates that Knowledge Portals, though 
fewer in number, generate higher visibility 
and recognition per platform compared to 
LIS Blogs. Knowledge Portals record 390 total 
mentions with an average of 13 mentions 
per platform, and 60% of them exceed 10 
mentions,� reÁecting� stronger� credibility�
and consistent referencing within the LIS 
community. In contrast, LIS Blogs, despite 
having a slightly higher total of 420 mentions, 
average only 8.4 mentions per platform, with 
just 40% surpassing the 10-mention threshold. 
This suggests that while blogs contribute 
more broadly to discourse in terms of volume, 
Knowledge Portals achieve deeper impact and 
stronger recognition at the individual platform 
level. It is important to note, however, that 
although the study spans 2010–2024, it does 
not�con𿿿rm�continuous�activity�of�all�platforms�
over the entire period. Some mention counts 
are based on archival records of platforms 
that may no longer be active, meaning that the 
results� reÁect� cumulative� historical� visibility�
rather than uninterrupted engagement across 
all study years.
Table 6: Content Coverage by Subject Areas (2010–2024)

Subject Area
LIS Blogs  

(No. of 
Platforms)

Knowledge 
Portals (No. 

of Platforms)

Digital Libraries 20 18

Information Literacy 15 12

Open Access / Repositories 10 15

Library Management 12 10

Subject Area
LIS Blogs  

(No. of 
Platforms)

Knowledge 
Portals (No. 

of Platforms)

Emerging Technologies 8 10

Others 5 5

Table 6 shows that the subject area 
distribution shows that both LIS Blogs and 
Knowledge Portals cover a wide range of 
themes, though their focus areas differ. LIS 
Blogs are most prominent in Digital Libraries 
(20 platforms) and Information Literacy (15 
platforms), indicating a strong inclination 
toward knowledge sharing, training, and 
reÁective� discourse.� Knowledge� Portals,� on�
the other hand, are more concentrated in 
Digital Libraries (18 platforms) and Open 
Access/Repositories� (15�platforms),�reÁecting�
their role as structured resources for access 
and dissemination of scholarly content. In 
domains such as Library Management and 
Emerging Technologies, both platform types 
maintain balanced representation, although 
Knowledge Portals slightly outpace blogs in 
technology-oriented themes. The “Others” 
category remains equal (5 each), suggesting 
parallel�diversi𿿿cation�across�less�conventional�
subject areas. While LIS Blogs appear more 
discussion-driven and pedagogically oriented, 
Knowledge Portals emphasise resource 
aggregation and technological integration 
within the LIS landscape. It should be noted, 
however, that although the study spans 
2010–2024, continuous activity of all platforms 
during�this�entire�period�cannot�be�con𿿿rmed.�
Some thematic assignments are based on 
archival records of platforms that may no 
longer� be� active;� therefore,� the� results� reÁect�
subject coverage trends over time rather than 
uninterrupted subject-focused operations.

Table 7: Correlation Between Web Visibility and Social Media 
Engagement (2010–2024)

Indicator Pair Correlation 
Coefficient (r) Interpretation

Alexa Rank vs 
Facebook Likes -0.62 Moderate negative 

correlation

Backlinks vs Twitter 
Followers 0.71 Strong positive 

correlation

Citation Mentions vs 
LinkedIn Followers 0.54 Moderate positive 

correlation

Average PageRank vs 
Instagram Followers 0.48 Moderate positive 

correlation

Note: Negative correlation with Alexa Rank 
indicates that a lower Alexa Rank (better 
traf𿿿c)� correlates� with� higher� social� media�
engagement.table cont....
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Table 7 shows that the correlation analysis 
provides valuable insights into the relationship 
between�visibility,�engagement,�and�inÁuence�
of LIS Blogs and Knowledge Portals. The 
moderate negative correlation (–0.62) between 
Alexa Rank and Facebook Likes indicates that 
platforms with better visibility (i.e., lower Alexa 
Rank) tend to attract higher levels of Facebook 
engagement. The strong positive correlation 
(0.71) between Backlinks and Twitter 
Followers demonstrates that platforms with 
stronger credibility and external referencing 
also achieve greater popularity on Twitter, 
reÁecting� the� interplay� between� scholarly�
impact and social networking. Similarly, the 
moderate positive correlation (0.54) between 
Citation Mentions and LinkedIn Followers 
suggests that platforms recognized within 
professional circles are more likely to gain 
traction on LinkedIn. The moderate positive 
correlation (0.48) between Average PageRank 
and Instagram Followers further indicates 
that platforms with greater web authority also 
enjoy broader outreach on Instagram, though 
to a slightly lesser degree compared to Twitter 
and LinkedIn. While these results suggest 
that academic credibility and social media 
presence are interconnected, the strength 
of association differs across platforms, with 
Twitter and LinkedIn showing the strongest 
alignment with scholarly visibility. It should 
be noted, however, that although the study 
spans 2010–2024, the continuous activity of all 
platforms across this entire period cannot be 
fully� con𿿿rmed.� Some� correlation� indicators�
are based on archival data for platforms that 
may�no�longer�be�active,�meaning�the�𿿿ndings�
reÁect� cumulative� behavioural� patterns� over�
time rather than uninterrupted platform 
performance.

Findings
• Growth Trends – Both LIS Blogs and 

Knowledge Portals showed steady 
growth from 2010 to 2020, peaking around 
2020–2022, followed by a slight decline in 
2024. Blogs were more numerous overall 
(50 vs. 30), but portals showed stronger 
inÁuence.

• Visibility and Rankings – Knowledge 
Portals outperformed LIS Blogs in 
global visibility, with better minimum, 
maximum, and average ranks, indicating 
higher accessibility and stronger digital 
presence.

• Backlinks and Authority – Although 
LIS Blogs had more total backlinks, 
Knowledge Portals had higher average 
backlinks and a greater proportion of 
platforms exceeding 1,000 backlinks, 
suggesting higher authority and 
credibility.

• Social Media Engagement – Knowledge 
Portals� had� a� signi𿿿cantly� stronger�
presence across all social media platforms 
(Facebook, Twitter, LinkedIn, Instagram), 
reÁecting�broader�professional�and�public�
engagement.

• Mentions and Recognition – While LIS 
Blogs had slightly more total mentions, 
Knowledge Portals had higher average 
mentions per platform and a greater 
share with >10 mentions, showing deeper 
impact and recognition.

• Subject Coverage – Blogs leaned toward 
Digital Libraries and Information Literacy, 
while Portals emphasized Open Access/
Repositories and Emerging Technologies, 
highlighting complementary strengths.

• Correlation Insights – Strong positive 
relationships were observed between 
backlinks and Twitter followers, and 
between citation mentions and LinkedIn 
followers, showing that scholarly 
credibility aligns with professional and 
social�media�inÁuence.

CONCLUSION
The comparative analysis of LIS Blogs and 

Knowledge Portals reveals that although 
both� platforms� contribute� signi𿿿cantly� to�
knowledge dissemination within the library 
and information science domain, their impact 
and orientations differ considerably. LIS Blogs, 
being more numerous, foster discussion, 
reÁection,� and� pedagogical� engagement�
particularly in areas such as digital libraries 
and information literacy, while Knowledge 
Portals, though fewer, demonstrate stronger 
visibility, higher authority through backlinks, 
greater recognition in citation mentions, 
and a substantially broader reach across 
social media platforms. Their focus on 
open access, repositories, and emerging 
technologies positions them as structured 
and resource-driven platforms with deeper 
professional� inÁuence.� Correlation� patterns�
further underline the close relationship 

Debdas Mondal. Web Impact of LIS Research Blogs and Knowledge Portals in India:  
A Webometric Approach



60 Indian Journal of Library and Information Science

IJLIS / Volume 20 Issue 1 / January-April 2026

between scholarly credibility and social 
media engagement, highlighting the need 
for comprehensive digital strategies to 
enhance visibility. Based on these insights, 
LIS professionals and platform developers 
are encouraged to integrate scholarly content 
with active social media outreach (especially 
via LinkedIn and Twitter), prioritise backlink 
building and repository linkages, apply 
structured metadata and thematic taxonomies 
to improve discoverability, ensure continuous 
platform activity through regular updates, 
adopt collaborative and community-driven 
content models, and explore emerging digital 
tools and AI-enabled features to strengthen 
sustainability and long-term professional 
visibility in the LIS ecosystem.
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