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Abstract: Several new platforms designed to support collaboration between researchers have launched in the past year,
giving rise to a need for evaluative criteria and a basis for recommendation by Drexel Librarians. Faculty and PhD research-
ers in the Drexel University community were surveyed for their intellectual workflow habits and collaborative platform pref-
erences. The data collected from the survey was then analyzed to establish any trends among researchers.
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helpful toward research activities. 32% tend to prefer single integrated platform for
collaborative purposes. Many faculty members and graduate students were not aware of
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Nat really - most peaple use social netwarking for fun, not work-related inter-
action. Additionally, many of the peaple I inferact with are not totally open to
new technologies (that wouldn't even use a shared Google cafendar!)

Yes, because sometimes it can lead to contacts and collaborations that would-
n't have occurred through other media.

So far none of the web-based tools have been helpful in this regard but there

may be some future potential there and for this reason I'm maintaining a
linked in account.

No. My experience with multi-site collaborations is limited Many individuals
in my area of research are easily accessible at conferences or are known per-
sonally

I do not see them as professional forums. Listservs are a form of professional
social networking forums.

Do not know what those are- if email is one, then yes | use that extensively for

research activities

Yes I have met most of my collaborators via social networking tools, mainly
Second Life, FriendFeed and blogs.

No - haven't tried much, but they seem to be too much effort to set up and
learn the interface
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predominant means of maintaining research awareness. Although, how this is done in
an electronic environment would be an appealing study.

Undergraduate students also completed the survey. Not surprisingly, analysis of the
responses shows that undergrad students tend to find social networking tools more
helpful toward research activities. This observation suggests these digital natives are
gearing up for a very different research environment.

Since many faculty were unaware of collaborative platforms, we could raise awareness,
in parmership with developers, through instructional workshops, online tutorials, small
group consultations and individual consultations to assist faculty on using and
integrating these tools in their research more effectively.




