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Abstract 

The article analyses the information behavior of researchers of the National Institute for 

Interdisciplinary Science and Technology, Thiruvananthapuram. The population is made up 

of 160 researchers under various applied branches of Science. Census method of sampling is 

used to represent the entire population.  Questionnaire method is used to collect the data.  A 

total of 160 questionnaires were distributed and 122 respondents had filled and returned 

back. The data were analyzed using SPSS software. Researchers sought information for 

research work.  Majority of the researchers obtain information from reading electronic 

journals. About forty researchers gave first preference to scientific-technical journals. In the 

case of informal sources 54 researchers gave first preference to consult a knowledgeable 

person in the field/supervisor for obtaining informal sources. Researchers obtained current 

information from conference/seminars, and through journals and periodicals. Majority of the 

researchers agreed that electronic dissemination of information affected their information 

gathering habits. Researchers rate abstracting and indexing services as excellent. Most of the 

researchers responded that library have adequate primary sources. About 34 researchers 

preferred the journal ‘Nature’, 64 researchers used ‘Science Direct’ database for their study, 

and only 7 researchers use ‘Sprinker Link’.        

Keywords: Information, Information behavior, Information seeking behavior, National 
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1. Introduction  

 The importance of information as a vital resource in today’s society hardly needs 

emphasis as information brings users and thoughts together. It is the exchange of ideas, news 

and data that makes a society what it is. Information is now regarded as a vital national 

resource to be developed and made available to all those who need it. Seeking information is 

an important activity in human society. Information is a critical resource in the operation and 
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management of organizations. Timely availability of relevant information is vital for effective 

performance of managerial functions such as planning, organizing, leading, and controlling. 

Indeed the effectiveness of performance in all these spheres of activity depends largely upon 

the availability of information at the right time in right quantity. Information is for use. 

Information is a resource, persuasive and power (Bates, 1996, p.156).  According to Ching – 

Chih Chen and Peter Hernon define information as knowledge, ideas, facts, data and 

imaginative works of mind which are communicated formally and or informally in any 

format (Binwal, 1990, p. 2).   

  Researchers need information to find references of known sources, find sources in 

new research are not yet known to then keep up to date in their own research fields, find 

published and unpublished data, find non textual sources like images or audio files and find 

organizations and individuals as well as sources of research funding.  Most researches look 

for journal articles, book chapters, web sites, and the expertise of individuals, conference 

proceedings and monographs on their information research.  Of these journal articles were the 

most important.  Researchers find some of the seminars useful for keeping up-to-date.  

Convenience and ease of access are important factors in researcher’s choice when it comes to 

information resource.  Most researchers use variety of search tools, to discover information, 

mostly general search engines, multiple specialist search engines, library internet portals and 

subject gateways.  There are a number of differences according to subject or research 

experience in which resources are used and how they are used.  Searching for scholarly 

information is nearly always done with the help of digital resources.  Researchers in all 

discipline rely on electronic finding tools to find both digital and printed resources.  

Researchers are very reliant on use of e-print archives for keeping up to date.  They normally 

set email alerts or check the e-print server regularly.  Research student’s information seeking 

behavior could shed some light on the way future scientists develop their information seeking 

skills (Bichteler, 2005, p. 171).  

1.2  National Institute for Interdisciplinary Science and Technology  

           The National Institute for Interdisciplinary Science and Technology (NIIST), 

Thiruvananthapuram is a constituent laboratory of the Council of Scientific and Industrial 

Research (CSIR). Initially established in1975 as a CSIR Complex, it was named as the 

Regional Research Laboratory in 1978 and later named as NIIST in 2007 (National Institute 

for Interdisciplinary Science and Technology, 2013). The Institute has been consistently 
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ranked as one of the top performing institutes in terms of quality and quantity of its research 

publications.  There are 40 scientists and around 160 researchers in NIIST. 

 1.3  Relevance of the study      

 The study aims at providing deep insight in to the information behavior of Researchers 

of the National Institute for Interdisciplinary and Science and Technology (NIIST), 

Thiruvananthapuram. Applied researches in the field of Physics, Chemistry and Life Science 

are conducted in NIIST.  So scientists and researchers need information to fulfill their needs.  

The findings of the research give valuable information of researchers and scientists 

information and from where they seek knowledge for their works.  Survey questions 

attempted to quantify scientists and researcher’s transition to electronic communications, and 

how this affects different aspects of information seeking.  The results can guide libraries and 

other information service organizations as they adapt to meet the needs of today’s 

information searchers. We got deep knowledge about behavioral patterns of researchers 

through this study so that library sources and services can be modified to satisfy the user 

requirements. 

1.3 Objectives of the Study  

 To identify the information requirements and characteristics of researchers. 

 To examine the types of information sources required by researchers. 

 To know the effect of information technology on users information seeking behavior. 

 To study the level of library collection and service offered by library. 

 To identify the preference of journals and databases given by researchers. 

1.6 Methodology 

 To meet the objectives of the present investigation the main methods employed in data 

collection were extensive literature review of related studies and a questionnaire survey. The 

population is made up of 160 researchers under various applied branches of Science. 

 Census method of sampling is used to represent the entire population.  The 

questionnaire is formulated keeping in view of the objectives and various facets of the study 

and it is personally distributed and collected. A total of 160 questionnaires were distributed 



278 
International Research: Journal of Library & Information Science | Vol.5 No.2, Jun. 2015 

 

and 122 respondents had filled and returned back. The data were analyzed using SPSS 

software.                

  2. Review of Literature 

     Lariviere (2013) compared doctoral students and faculty members referencing behavior 

through the analysis of a large corpus of scientific articles. Analysis of the impact of cited 

journals indicates that in health research, faculty members tend to cite journals with slightly 

lower impact factors whereas in social sciences and humanities, faculty members cite 

journals with higher impact factors. Finally, it provides evidence that, in every discipline, 

faculty members tend to cite a higher proportion of clinical/applied research journals 

than doctoral students.  

     Andrew and Lyn (2013) aimed to gain insights from existing models of information 

behavior, building on them to develop a new model which, unlike most others, encompasses 

both information seeking and communication.  

    Sahu and Singh (2013) examined the different aspects of information seeking behavior and 

specifically the information seeking behavior and information needs of Indian 

astronomy/astrophysics academics The findings show differences in information seeking 

behavior and needs for various academic is sub-fields of Indian astronomy/astrophysics, and 

highlights the value of information seeking behavior to scientists working in astronomy/ 

astrophysics. 

  Sudha (2013) examined the information seeking behavior of the Ph.D scholars of rural 

university particularly in Gandhigram Rural University, Tamil Nadu, and India. This study 

concluded by providing some recommendations on how the rural university academics can be 

encouraged to make use of available library resources to their benefit with emphasis on the 

research scholars and also the results emphasized that the information seeking of the Ph.D 

scholars must be carefully investigated when planning rural university libraries. 

     Adio and Arinola (2012) suggested that information-seeking behavior impacts the quality 

of information sources found by researchers, and studies how agricultural students at Ladoke 

Akintola University of Technology (LAUTECH) in Ogbomoso, Nigeria conduct library 

research.  
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    Hemminger (2012) tried to understand how academic scientists seek information relevant 

to their research in today’s environment of ubiquitous electronic access, a correlation 

framework were built and regression analysis were applied to the survey results from 2,063 

academic researchers in natural science, engineering and medical science at five research 

universities in the United States.   

     Iqbal (2012) conducted to explore the information needs and information-seeking behavior 

of medical researchers doing M. Phil and PhD students of eight medical 

institutions/universities located in Punjab and NWFP provinces as well as in capital territory, 

Islamabad, of Pakistan and concluded that majority of the medical researchers find easier in 

information gathering by using electronics sources 

    Khosrowjerdi (2011) examined information seeking and its dimensions of graduate (MA 

and PhD) students at Tehran University and showed that some dimensions of information-

seeking behavior and some aspects of prior knowledge (expertise, familiarity, and past 

experience) had positive and significant relationships 

     Al-Suqri (2011) examined an integrated model to describe present-day information-

seeking among social science scholars in a Middle Eastern university 

     Vilar and Juznic (2011) evaluated the information seeking behavior of researchers in 

Slovenia in order to develop an information service and concluded the extent of use of 

different information resources varies according to individual scientific specialty. 

     3. Analysis 

3.1     Purpose of Information seeking 

          Information seeking means seeking information for various purposes.   Researchers 

need information for various purposes.   

Table 1: Purpose of information seeking by the researchers 

Information seeking habits No of 

Researchers 

Percentage 

Research work 67 54.92 

General awareness 19 15.57 

Preparing answers to questions 2 1.64 

Reading/ Thinking purpose 11 9.02 
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Observation and experiments 23 18.85 

Total 122 100 

 

               The analysis indicated that 54.92% researchers seek information for research work, 

18.85% seek information for doing observation and experiments.  It is interesting to note that 

15.57% and 9.02% of the researchers seek information for improving their general awareness 

and reading or thinking purposes.   

3.2 Time spent for information gathering activities 

             Information gathering is a time consuming task.  Some users need less time or some 

users need much more time for information gathering.  If a user has a well knowledge about 

that subject they need less time.  Otherwise users spend more time for finding information 

from vast collection.  

Table 2: Time spent by researchers for information gathering activities 

Information 

gathering 

activities 

0-3 hrs 4-6 hrs 7-9 hrs More 

than 10 

hrs 

Reading email 

alerts 

86 

(70.49%) 

29 

(23.77%) 

5 

(4.10%) 

2 

1.64%) 

Scanning journal 

articles 

39 

(31.97%) 

46 

(37.70%) 

14 

(11.48%) 

17 

(13.93%) 

Photocopying 45 

(36.89%) 

5 

(4.10%) 

1 

(0.82%) 

1 

(0.82%) 

Conferring co-

workers or other 

experts 

96 

(78.69%) 

40 

(32.79%) 

14 

(11.48%) 

14 

(11.48%) 

 

            The above table revealed that 78.69% of the researchers spend 0-3 hrs for conferring 

with co-workers or other experts.  70.49% of them spend 0-3 hrs for reading e-mail alerts.  

36.89% of the researchers spend 0-3 hrs for photocopying.                

3.3 Relevant information seeking habits for research work 



281 
International Research: Journal of Library & Information Science | Vol.5 No.2, Jun. 2015 

 

                    Information seeking is a habitual activity for scientists and researchers. They 

need very relevant information for their work.  They obtain information from various sources 

and from various medias.     

                     Table 3: Information seeking habits of researchers 

Information seeking habits Researchers Percentage 

Conversing with experts located 

outside institute 

59 48.36 

Conversing with co-workers or 

other experts in institute 

93 76.23 

E-mailing co-workers or other 

experts 

68 55.74 

Discussion lists/Listservs 44 36.07 

Reading e-mail alerts 62 50.82 

Scanning journal titles or citations 74 60.65 

Reading articles/books 97 79.51 

Attending 

conferences/colloquia/workshops 

91 74.60 

Searching electronic database 67 54.92 

Reading electronic journals 99 81.15 

              

                    It is observed that 81.15% of the researchers obtain information from reading 

electronic journals.  About 79.51% of them seek information through reading e-mail alerts.  

76.23% depends on conversing with co-workers or other experts in institute.  Only 74.60% 

respondents seek information from attending conferences, colloquia or workshops.   

3.4 Preference of Formal Sources 

          The reference sources are used widely by the scientists and researchers.  The scientists 

and researchers are requested to give their preference among the reference source.  

Table 4: Preference of formal sources by the Researchers 

Formal sources Preference 

1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Text books 15 9 29 18 13 11 11 9 3 3 

Scientific-

Technical 

journals/ 

40 35 12 9 11 4 6 1 2 1 
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Periodicals 

Reference sources 3 12 15 24 13 19 12 14 5 7 

Patents/ Reports 1 4 8 13 21 13 19 26 20 4 

Data sheets 2 0 0 2 4 10 10 16 32 44 

Conference/ 

Workshop/ 

Seminar 

proceedings 

2 1 12 12 22 20 16 12 7 3 

Online 

Journals/database/ 

archive 

37 18 13 13 11 8 5 5 4 1 

Internet/Intranet 

sources as Audio/ 

Video  

CD-ROM/DVD 

4 19 14 7 12 12 15 15 12 11 

Library catalogue 1 0 0 8 10 11 15 16 38 33 

Review articles/ 

Theses 

10 34 17 20 6 9 11 11 4 3 

 

              It is observed that 29 researchers gave 3rd preference to text books, 40 researchers 

gave 1st preference to scientific-technical journals/ periodicals. Fourth preference is given to 

reference sources by 24 scientists.  Twenty six researchers gave 10th preference to data 

sheets. Conference/workshop/seminar proceedings got 5th preference by 22 researchers. 

About 37 researchers gave 1st preference to online journals/ database/ archive.  Internet/ 

Intranet sources got 2nd preference by 19 researchers.  The 9th preference (38) is given to 

library catalogue.  Second preference is given to review articles/theses by 34 researchers.  

3.5 Preference of informal sources 

         The informal sources of information are live sources which are extremely important in 

the process of communication. Very often, if a scientist working on an experiment needs 

some information, he would turn to his / her colleague working in the same laboratory rather 

than to a printed page. It is easier to have a dialogue with an expert than to use a bibliography 

or index or card catalogue or even a consultation with a reference librarian. Informal sources 

of information provide information instantly and it is very easy to handle  

                   Table 5: Preference of informal sources by the researchers 

Informal Sources Preferences 

1 

2 3 4 5 6 

Email/ List-server, Discussion 

forum etc. 

18 10 21 35 27 11 
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Face-to-face Discussions/ 

Conversation with colleagues 

30 40 27 14 8 2 

Meetings/ Seminar/ Conference/ 

Workshops 

9 25 30 27 27 5 

Previous knowledge 12 8 25 27 27 5 

Discussion with librarian or 

reference staff of your library 

1 5 5 12 24 76 

Consult a knowledgeable person in 

the field/ supervisor 

54 31 14 9 8 6 

 

       The study revealed that that 35 researchers gave 4th preference to Email/ List-server, 

Discussion forum etc.  The 2nd preference (40) is given to face to face discussions, 3rd 

preference (30) is given to meetings/seminar etc. 12 scientists given 1st preference to 

previous knowledge.  76 scientists gave 6th preference to discussion with librarian and also 54 

scientists give 1st preference to consult a knowledgeable person.     

3.6 Preference of Reference Sources 

          Most of the reference sources are ready reference sources.  Ready reference sources are 

very useful to find information without taken much more time.  The reference sources are 

used widely by the scientist and researchers. The researchers are requested to give their 

preference among the reference sources.  

           Table 6: Reference sources used by the researchers 

Information 

Source 

Preference 

1 

2 3 4 5 

Dictionaries 17 26 24 19 35 

Encyclopedias 44 17 37 15 9 

Yearbooks 2 38 20 25 36 

Bibliographies 21 29 18 39 15 

Manuals 38 25 25 11 27 

Total 122 122 122 122 122 

 

                     The analysis indicated that 26 researchers gave 2nd preference to dictionaries. 44 

scientists gave 1st preference to encyclopedias. 38 and 39 researchers gave 2nd and 4th 
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preference to yearbooks and bibliographies.  Finally 38 researchers gave 1st preference to 

manuals.     

3.7 Information needs 

               Every person has different information needs. So users satisfy their information 

need through various techniques.  

 

          Fig. 1:  Methods of finding information by the researchers 

  It is observed that 49.18% of the researchers find out information from internet and 34.43% 

of the respondents got information from referring journals and books.  14.75% find out 

information from consulting with colleagues.  Only1.64% of the researchers depends on 

librarian.   

3.8 Information on current developments 

            Researchers got current developments through various sources.  Information on 

current development is very essential for their study.  Scientists and researchers need up-to-

date knowledge about their area of specialization. Thus their study got wider acceptance.  

                        Table 7: Current development sources used by the researchers 

Current development 

sources 

No of 

researchers 

Percentage 

Through services from 

library as CAS& SDI 

14 11.48 
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Personal communication 22 18.03 

Journals/ Periodicals 112 91.80 

Conference/ Seminars 48 39.34 

 

                              It is clear that 91.80% of the researchers use journals or periodicals for 

obtain current information.  About 39.34% of them use conferences and seminars for 

accessing current information, 18.03% researchers depend on personal communication.  Only 

11.48% of the respondents find out information through services from library as CAS and 

SDI.    

3.9 Most preferred Resources 

                 Researchers use e-resources and print resources to meet their information needs. 

These types of resources help them to improve their study.   

                       Table 8: Resources used by the researchers 

Resources No of   

researchers 

Percentage 

E- Resources 112 91.80 

Print Resources 10 8.20 

Total 122 100 

 

                               It is clear that 91.80% of the respondents used e-resources for their study.  

8.20% of the researchers used print resources 

3.10 Journal articles obtained by the researchers  

                   Scientists and researchers need journal articles for their research.    

Table 9: Journal articles obtained by the researchers 

Journal article sources No of 

researchers 

Percentage 

Library’s online/electronic version 96 78.69 

Library’s print subscription 21 17.21 

Document delivery 3 2.46 

Others 2 1.64 
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Total 122 100 

 

                 The analysis showed that 78.69% of the researchers collect journal articles 

libraries online or electronic version and a good number 17.21% obtain journal articles from 

library’s print subscription.  It is interesting to note that 2.46% and 1.64% of the respondents 

find out journal articles from document delivery method and from other method.                        

3.11 Sections in the scientific/technical journals 

               Various sections in the scientific and technical journals help the researchers and 

scientists in various ways. From these sections they find out the materials for their study.  

                Table 10: Use of sections in the scientific and technical journals  

 

Sections of journal No of 

Researchers 

Percentage 

Professional news 19 15.57 

Review of progress 23 18.85 

Original Research papers 30 24.59 

Editorial comments 15 12.29 

Summaries of originals papers 10 8.20 

Advertisements 0 0 

New Equipments/System 

products 

10 8.20 

Training and Education articles 14 11.48 

Others if any 1 0.82 

Total 122 100 

 

                        The analysis depicted that 24.59% of the researchers select original research 

papers as the important sections in the journal.  18.85% of the respondents felt that review of 

progress is very essential for their research work.   About 15.57% of the researchers select 

professional news.  Only 12.29% of the researchers use editorial comments as the essential 

materials for their study.  

3.12 Use of Search Engines 

      Today’s search engines play a major role in information retrieval. Through search engine 

users search their study materials. There are various types of search engines. But search 

engines vary for every user.         
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                   Fig. 3: Most preferred search engines by the researchers 

The study showed that 97.54% of the researchers use Google for their search, only 1.64% and 

0.82% of the respondents use Yahoo and other search engines for their online search 

3.13 Usefulness of Electronic Sources 

                Electronic sources make it easier to gather and use information. Latest technologies 

help the users to searching and retrieving the information.  Sometimes electronic sources 

make it difficult to gather and use the information.  Because every user doesn’t have the 

capability to use the electronic sources.  

Table 11: Usefulness of electronic sources by the researchers 

                

 Table 4.43 shows that 37.70% of the researchers felt electronic sources easier for 

using photocopying activity, while 9.02% of the respondents felt more difficult in 

synthesizing materials obtained from electronic sources. Only 2.46% of the researchers felt 

much more difficult in synthesizing the materials.  
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3.14 Satisfaction level of information technology 

           Impact of electronic resources varies from users to users.  Everybody doesn’t have the 

same impact.  Some of them have very useful.  If a person has proper knowledge about how 

to use the electronic resources then it helps him to search appropriate information.   

Table 12: Satisfaction level of researchers against the impact of electronic resources      

 

Electronic resources Very useful Satisfactory No Satisfactory 

Computer/Server 110 

(90.16%) 

7 

(5.74%) 

0 

Photocopying 45 

(36.89%) 

51 

(41.80%) 

3 

(2.46%) 

Microfilm/Microfiche 4 

(3.28%) 

22 

(18.03%) 

34 

(27.87%) 

Internet 114 

(93.44%) 

5 

(4.10%) 

1 

(0.82%) 

Online database/E – 

archive/Journals 

86 

(70.50%) 

20 

(16.39%) 

1 

(0.82%) 

Digitization 18 

(14.75%) 

36 

(29.51%) 

17 

(13.93%) 

Video conferencing 28 

(22.95%) 

46 

(37.70%) 

21 

(17.21) 

 

                     The analysis revealed that 90.16% of the peoples agreed that computer is very 

useful for their research.  About 41.80% of the peoples responded that photocopying gives 

certain amount of satisfaction. 27.87% of the people agreed that microfilm/microfiche do not 

give any satisfaction. 93.44% of the researchers responded that internet facility is very useful 

for them.   

3.15 Library services  

           Nowadays various types of services are offered by library.  These help the users to 

find the information easily 

Table 13:  Response of researchers against the library services 

Library 

services 

Excellent Good Satisfactory Poor No services 

in library 

Abstracting/ 

indexing 

service 

34 

(27.87%) 

46 

(37.70%) 

26 

(21.31%) 

6 

(4.92%) 

4 

(3.28%) 
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Inter library 

loan 

7 

(5.74%) 

12 

(9.84%) 

29 

(23.77%) 

18 

(14.75%) 

21 

(17.21%) 

Newspaper 

clipping 

service 

23 

(18.85%) 

34 

(27.87%) 

33 

(27.05%) 

4 

(3.28%) 

8 

(6.56%) 

Reference 

Service 

37 

(30.33%) 

43 

(35.25%) 

22 

(18.03%) 

4 

(3.28%) 

5 

(4.10%) 

Reprographi

c service 

9 

(7.38%) 

23 

(18.85%) 

30 

(24.59%) 

12 

(9.84%) 

13 

(10.66%) 

Content 

Page 

Service 

9 

(7.38%) 

24 

(19.67%) 

31 

(25.41%) 

15 

(12.30%) 

15 

(12.30%) 

 

              It is clear that 37.70% of the researchers told that abstracting and indexing service 

offered by library is good.  23.77% of the respondents inter library loan service is 

satisfactory. 27.87% of them agreed that libraries newspaper clipping services are good. It is 

interesting to note that 35.25% of them remarked reference service as good.  

3.20 Ranking of Journals and Databases  

                    To learn about how the scientists keep abreast of developments in their field they 

were asked to list the top 10 journals and databases they read and use on a regular basis.   

 

Table 17: Ranking of journals by the researchers 

Name of journals Preference 

Nature 34 

Science 22 

Chemical Microbiology 18 

Earth Science India 18 

Journal of American Chemical society 15 

Dalton transactions 14 

Journal of Alloys and Compounds 12 

Energy Conventions and Management 10 

Genetics 10 

Journal of Applied Physics 9 

Materials Letters 8 

Experimental and Toxicologic Pathology 7 
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International Journal of Applied Ceramic 

Technology 

7 

Water Science and Technology 7 

European journal of Organic Chemistry 6 

Indian Journal of Experimental Biology 6 

Journal of Material Chemistry 6 

Biotechnology letters 5 

Journal of Organic Chemistry 5 

Plos One 5 

Water Research 5 

Bioprocess and Biosystem Engineering 4 

Bulletin of Material Science 4 

Chemistry of Materials 4 

Ecological Complexity 4 

Experimental Cell Research 4 

Applied Physics Letters 3 

Biotechnology 3 

Journal of Natural Products 3 

Analyst 2 

Chemical Society Review 2 

Cryogenics 2 

Journal of Chromatography 2 

British Journal of Pharmacology 1 

 

                  It is observed that 34 researchers used journal is ‘Nature’.  Second position got 

science journal.  Third ranking goes to ‘Chemical Microbiology and Earth Science India’.  

Only one researcher preferred ‘British Journal of Pharmacology’. 

Table 18: Ranking of databases by the researchers 

Databases Preference 

Science Direct 64 

Scopus 46 

PubChem 36 

Scirus 30 

Chemical Abstract 28 

Web of Science 26 
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PubMed 19 

Science Citation Index 17 

Reaxys 15 

Springer Link 7 

                  

 The study showed that 64 researchers used Science Direct database for their study.     

46 researchers preferred for Scopus.  Only 7 researchers use Sprinker Link.  

4. Discussion 

Researchers sought information for research work.  Majority of the researchers obtain 

information from reading electronic journals. Only few of them obtain information from 

discussion/lists/listservs. About forty researchers gave first preference to scientific-

technical journals. In the case of informal sources 54 researchers gave first preference to 

consult a knowledgeable person in the field/supervisor for obtaining informal sources. 

Researchers obtained current information from conference/seminars, and through journals 

and periodicals.            

Researchers publish their own work in the journal must have some qualities such as 

keeping abreast of research materials. Researchers preferred Google for conducting 

online searches. Researchers used internet facility frequently for information storage 

and retrieval. Majority of the researchers agreed that electronic dissemination of 

information affected their information gathering habits.  

Researchers rate abstracting and indexing services as excellent. Most of the researchers 

responded that library have adequate primary sources. Majority of the researchers got 

assistance from library staff in the use of library catalogue to locate current periodicals.  

About 34 researchers preferred journal is ‘Nature’, 64 researchers used ‘Science Direct’ 

database for their study, and only 7 researchers use ‘Sprinker Link’. 

5.  Conclusion 

          The overall objective was to make a comprehensive study on Information behavior of Scientists 

and Researchers of the National Institute for Interdisciplinary Science and Technology, Trivandrum.  

The analysis shows that most of the users have the habit and genuine interest in reading online 

materials for the purpose of their study.  In order to attract the users the libraries must have the 

collection of current periodicals and reference books. Librarians must have the essential quality to 
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given assistance to the users in order to conduct their research.  The initiatives will help libraries attract 

more users to utilize their resources and naturally will help to improve search behavior of users.  
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