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Abstra t: Mixed- ethods citation analysis can be used to conduct research on 
evaluation (RoE) studies with a cross-country focus. In particular, this RoE study 
e ploys  ixed- ethods citation analysis to investigate the influence of an evalua-
tion theorist’s concepts transnationally. We use Jennifer Greene’s progra  evalua-
tion theories as a case exa ple for observing the i print of a theorists’ concepts on 
evaluators theorizing and practicing outside of the United States. Conducting this 
case analysis highlights the  ethodological affordances and shortco ings of cita-
tion analysis. The article addresses equity and diversity considerations in using 
citation analysis, particularly for investigating  ultidirectional transnational 
influences in evaluation theory. 
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Résumé : L’analyse de citations par  éthodes  ixtes peut être utilisée pour faire 
des études de recherches en évaluation visant l’ense ble du pays. Tout particu-
lière ent, la présente étude de recherches en évaluation fait appel à l’analyse de 
citations par  éthodes  ixtes pour évaluer l’influence transnationale des concepts 
d’un théoricien en évaluation. Nous utilisons les théories d’évaluation de pro-
gra  e de Jennifer Green co  e étude de cas pour observer l’e preinte des con-
cepts d’une théoricienne sur les évaluateurs et évaluatrices qui théorisent et 
pratiquent à l’extérieur des États-Unis. L’analyse de ce cas  et en relief les affor-
dances et les lacunes  éthodologiques de l’analyse de citations. L’article traite des 
considérations d’équité et de diversité pour l’analyse de citations, particulière ent 
pour évaluer les influences transnationales  ultidirectionnelles dans la théorie de 
l’évaluation. 
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INTROD CTION 
Within the field of ev lu tion, there  re mounting empiric l studies th t investi-
g te the qu lities, processes,  nd consequences of ev lu tions (Coryn et  l., 2017; 
V llin et  l., 2015). Addition lly, some studies specific lly investig te the ev lu -
tion field’s origins  nd theory (e.g., Hood, 1998, 2001; Heberger et  l., 2010), 
using methods from  rchiv l to bibliometric. Still, other studies ex mine ev lu -
tion’s institution liz tion  nd development in different countries  cross the 
world (e.g., C kici, 2016; Gildemyn, 2014; Goodnight, 2022). This loose cluster of 
rese rch foci  nd  ctivities  re referred to bro dly  s research on evaluation 
(RoE). Alkin  nd Christie (2019)  ssert th t evaluation theory is one  re  in need 
of the gre test  ttention in empiric l studies on ev lu tion.1 Subst nti ting much 
of the field’s identity  nd found tion for pr ctice, ev lu tion theory h s been seen 
 s fund ment lly constituting who ev lu tors  re (Christie, 2011; Sh dish, 1998). 

Extending the notion th t field identity  nd ev lu tion theory  re intrinsic lly 
linked, ev lu tors’ exch nges on theoretic l issues  re fund ment l to the field’s 
very constitution  s  n incre singly glob lized schol rly community. These 
exch nges include di logues  bout ev lu tion concepts, which h ppen over time, 
in different venues,  nd  cross v rious contexts. The Intern tion l Ye r of Ev lu -
tion in 2015  imed to promote  n ongoing glob l di logue  bout ev lu tion  nd 
its rel tionship to improving societies  round the world (Ev lP rtners, 2016). 
Given these glob l  ims for the field, questions  rise  s to how the field’s theory is 
evolving over time to reflect cross-cultur l di logues between ev lu tors from dif-
ferent pl ces. Presum bly, such di logues h ppen (in p rt) through the field’s lit-
er ture. Thus, by tr cing these di logues  bout concepts within the liter ture, 
tr nsn tion l exch nges reg rding the field’s theory m y be investig ted. 

This  rticle is concerned with issues of methodology: how rese rchers c n 
study such cross-cultur l  nd cross-country exch nges rel ted to ev lu tion the-
ory. Dr wing upon   l rger study (Goodnight et  l., 2023), this  rticle specific lly 
ex mines the usefulness of mixed-methods cit tion  n lysis  s   me ns for study-
ing tr nsn tion l eng gement with ev lu tion concepts. It probes whether tr ns-
n tion l influences on theory c n be observed  dequ tely by studying the field’s 
liter ture vi  cit tion  n lysis. In our study, we ex mined the influence of one 
Americ n ev lu tion theorist’s ide s, Jennifer Greene’s,  cross countries employ-
ing mixed-methods cit tion  n lysis (Goodnight et  l., 2023). While investig ting 
which countries  nd wh t concepts were represented in cit tions of Greene’s 
work, we viewed Greene  s   c se ex mple for how to study the influence of   the-
orist’s concepts tr nsn tion lly. R ther th n conceptu lizing rese rcher influence 
in   strictly qu ntit tive w y (e.g., h-indexes) to determine rese rch imp ct, we 
sought   contextu lized, richer underst nding of the contexts in which Greene’s 
ide s were being eng ged. To pursue this depth of knowledge required both   
qu ntit tive  nd qu lit tive  ssessment  s well  s  ttention to issues of geogr phi-
c l or cultur l loc tion (Kirkh rt, 2010)  nd tr nsl tion. In our first public tion 
on this study, we focused on sh ring the results of our mixed-methods cit tion 
 n lysis (Goodnight et  l., 2023). However, conducting the study’s cit tion 
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 n lysis led us to further queries  bout its methodologic l  fford nces  nd short-
comings. In this present  rticle, we directly explore these  fford nces  nd short-
comings  longside   discussion of the equity  nd diversity consider tions in 
investig ting the influence of ev lu tion theorists’ ide s tr nsn tion lly using 
mixed-methods cit tion  n lysis. To situ te this discussion,   revisit tion of the 
notion of influence in the field is required. 

RECONCEPT ALIZING INFL ENCE FOR RESEARCH ON 
EVAL ATION THEORY 
It is import nt to note th t the w ys in which influence is conceptu lized  nd stu-
died in the field continues to evolve.2 Incre singly, theoretic l work  nd empiric l 
studies of influence highlight the contextu l, historic l, cultur l,  nd soci l justice 
consider tions in  n lyzing  n ev lu tion’s influence (e.g., Gildemyn, 2014; Good-
night, 2023; H ll, 2004; Kirkh rt, 2011). Investig tions of influence h ve  lso pre-
sented different methodologic l possibilities for studying influence from 
ethnogr phy (Goodnight, 2023) to c se study (Gildemyn, 2014) to cit tion  n lysis 
(Heberger et  l., 2010). Nonetheless, our l rger study’s questions  bout tr nsn -
tion l influence within ev lu tion theory rel te only peripher lly to the notion of 
evaluation influence  s it is commonly conceived  cross the field. Except for 
Heberger et  l. (2010), influence h s been seen  s the influence coming from an 
evaluation—its process, results, or design— nd the imp ct it h s on the ev lu nd 
(e.g., ev lu ted progr m) or individu ls  nd communities with   st ke in the 
ev lu nd.3 

Consequently, our study is different in its us ge of the terminology of influ-
ence. Our conceptu liz tion of influence is distinctly field-oriented  nd tied 
directly to  n ev lu tion theorist’s influence through dissemin tion of her ide s vi  
public tions. We seek to underst nd the influence of Greene’s concepts on other 
ev lu tors to underst nd the signific nce of cross-country exch nges to the field’s 
knowledge b se. Our project signific ntly, though not unprecedently (see Herber-
ger et  l., 2010), diverts from the field’s domin nt notion of influence by studying 
the effects th t stem from the ev lu tion theorist’s ide s, not her ev lu tions.4 We 
believe this exp nsion of the l ngu ge of influence is useful for RoE; it pursues the 
ex min tion of something imp ctful beyond  n ev lu tion,  s the unit of  n lysis. 

CITATION ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY IN EVAL ATION 
Amidst the field’s growing interest in cit tion  n lysis methodology, our study 
ex mines its potenti l for investig ting tr nsn tion l influences on ev lu tion 
theory. Previously, cit tion  n lysis h s been used in ev lu tion to  ssess pro-
gr mm tic imp ct (Greenseid & L wrence, 2011; Rosel nd et  l., 2011)  nd 
underst nd the disciplin ry influences of ev lu tion theory liter ture (Heberger 
et  l., 2010). As   type of bibliometric method, cit tion  n lysis is the building 
 nd  pplic tion of indic tors to  ssess influence, imp ct, or qu lity of schol rship 
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origin ting from cit tion d t  (Moed, 2005). Rese rchers utilize d t b ses such  s 
Scopus, Thomson ISI Web of Science,  nd Google Schol r to se rch for schol rly 
inform tion  nd bibliometric indic tors. Key to interpreting the bibliometric 
d t  from these d t b ses is sound knowledge of how their indexing works. Web 
of Science  nd Scopus rely on the tr dition l  ppro ch of hum n indexing, 
whereby   person collects the bibliogr phic d t , which is then stored closed 
(Antell et  l., 2013). In gener l, this le ds Web of Science  nd Scopus to h ve   
more selective  ppro ch, which results in more cur ted indexing of schol rly 
items (M rtín-M rtín et  l., 2018). Contr rily, Google Schol r utilizes m chine 
le rning  lgorithms to guide how the d t b se identifies  nd indexes, cre ting its 
own p rsers for identifying  nd retrieving content from websites of journ ls  nd 
institutions (i.e., universities), A&I repositories (free  nd subscription),  nd 
p ck ges like JSTOR. Google Schol r tends to be more effective in both identify-
ing relev nt sources,  s well  s collecting the full-text versions of those sources 
(Antell et  l., 2013; Sh h & M hmood, 2017; S hoo & Kum r, 2018). Essenti lly, 
Google Schol r indexes  nything th t its  lgorithm identifies  nd deems  s   
schol rly source on the web (Antell et  l., 2013), resulting in   l rger  mount of 
grey liter ture. Interpreting the findings of this study’s c se depended upon   
found tion l underst nding of these mech nisms underlying d t b ses. 

MIXED-METHODS CITATION ANALYSIS: PROCESS, 
LIMITATIONS, AND FINDINGS 
Dr wing on our l rger mixed-methods cit tion  n lysis study  s   c se (Good-
night et  l., 2023), this  rticle is focused on   methodologic l discussion. Our 
over rching rese rch question is, how useful is  ixed- ethods citation analysis 
for studying transnational influence in evaluation theory? A second ry question 
is, what are the equity and quality considerations in using this  ethodology for 
this purpose? Below we describe the l rger study’s process  nd findings th t f cil-
it te our scrutiny of mixed-methods cit tion  n lysis  s   RoE methodology. 

Our process of investig tion for the l rger study w s org nized under three 
questions th t informed our cit tion  n lysis: Wh t countries or regions outside 
of the United St tes  re represented in cit tions of Greene’s work?, Wh t con-
cepts in Greene’s writing  re discussed in public tions citing her work?,  nd 
How  re  uthors eng ging her concepts? (Goodnight et  l., 2023). Requiring 
both qu ntit tive  nd qu lit tive str tegies in ex mining Greene’s imprint on 
others’ published work, our method w s distinct in its extension of common lit-
er ture review  nd cit tion  n lysis str tegies. Our objective w s to subst ntively 
investig te the me ning of   source’s us ge in other public tions. We sought to 
determine the origin l source’s components th t were influenti l  nd how so. 
Mixing methods  llows for the study of   topic comprehensively from v rious 
methodologic l positions or st nces of knowing (Greene, 2015b); mixing meth-
ods w s useful in conducting this rese rch bec use   synthesis of qu lit tive  nd 
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qu ntit tive d t  f cilit ted ex mining Greene’s tr nsn tion l influence from dif-
ferent  ngles, contributing to   multif ceted underst nding of her work’s imp ct. 

Process 
The following is   summ ry of our sequenti l, mixed-methods  ppro ch, which 
proceeded in five steps. (For gre ter det il on e ch of these steps, see Goodnight 
et  l., 2023.) 

• Step 1: After  n extensive se rch  cross three d t b ses—Scopus, Thom-
son ISI Web of Science,  nd Google Schol r, we selected five of Greene’s 
public tions to serve  s the found tion for our investig tion (listed in 
T ble 1).5 These public tions included Greene’s most cited  rticle on 
ev lu tion theory, “Ev lu tion  s Advoc cy” (1997),  s well  s other  rti-
cles, ch pters,  nd   report th t exemplified tr nsn tion l  nd cross-cul-
tur l exch nge. The inclusion of these intern tion lly oriented 
public tions (one co- uthored with Alison M thie) helped us better pur-
sue our interest in the multidirection l n ture of tr nsn tion l influence. 

• Step 2: We  nswered the first rese rch question qu ntit tively through 
 n  n lysis of cit tion counts for e ch Greene public tion listed in 
T ble 1  cross  ll d t b ses. We ex mined  ) to wh t extent different 
countries  re represented in cit tions of Greene’s work (number of 

Table 1. Greene’s publications included in our transnational citation analysis 

Public tion Public tion 
Ye r Type Reference 

1 1997 Article Greene, J. C.  1997) Evaluation as advocacy. 
American Journal of Evaluation, 18 1): 25–35. 

2 1997 Article Mathie, A., & Greene, J. C.  1997) Stakeholder 
participation in evaluation: How important is 
diversity? Evaluation and Program Planning, 20 3), 
279–285. 

3 2012 Report Greene, J. C.  2012) Values-engaged evaluation. 
chapter In M. Sergone  Ed.), Evaluation for Equitable 

Development Re ult   pp. 192–207). UNICEF. 
4 2015 Book chapter Greene, J. C.  2015) Culture and Evaluation: From 

a Transcultural Belvedere. In S. Hood, R. Hopson 
& H. Frierson  Eds.), Continuing the Journey to 
Repo ition Culture and Cultural Context in 
Evaluation Theory and Practice  pp. 91–107). 
Charlotte: Information Age Publishing. 

5 2016 Book chapter Greene, J. C.  2016) Advancing equity: Cultivating 
an evaluation habit. In S. Donaldson & R. 
Picciotto  Eds.), Evaluation for an equitable  ociety 
 pp. 49–66). Charlotte: Information Age 
Publishing. 
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cit tions); b) trends in the represented countries, such  s belonging to 
specific regions;  nd c) how cit tions of Greene’s public tions ch nged 
over time. We then c tegorized  ll citing public tions  s either “domes-
tic” or “intern tion l”  ccording to the following criteri : if the citing 
public tion w s written by   non-U.S.- ffili ted  uthor or written  bout 
 n ev lu tion context either outside of the United St tes, region lly out-
side North Americ , or glob lly. If the citing public tion did not meet 
the criteri  for intern tion l, it rem ined in our domestic c tegory within 
the cit tion count.6 For  ll intern tion l cit tions of Greene’s public -
tions, we recorded the following inform tion for them in   spre dsheet: 
full cit tion, d t b se,  uthors, public tion type, intern tion l context, 
ye r,  nd  bstr ct. Then, we  ggreg ted results  nd  n lyzed cit tion 
counts by d t b se, country design tion,  nd cit tion ye r. 

• Step 3: We used qu lit tive  n lysis to  nswer our second rese rch 
question, which built upon the qu ntit tive p rt. The qu lit tive com-
ponent illumin ted how  uthors were utilizing Greene’s ide s in their 
own ev lu tion theorizing  nd pr ctice  s det iled in their public tions 
citing her work. In the first ph se of our qu lit tive  n lysis, we  n -
lyzed the  v il ble full-text PDF for  ll intern tion l cit tions to  ) 
determine where Greene’s work w s cited in the published text  nd b) 
 ssign   level of priority for deeper  n lysis. The priority levels (high, 
medium,  nd low) were b sed on the extent Greene’s public tion w s 
cited,  nd her ide s were utilized. We c tegorized e ch citing public -
tion  nd kept brief notes det iling e ch priority decision.7 

• Step 4: In the second ph se of our qu lit tive  n lysis, we reviewed 
 ll citing public tions th t received   high  nd medium prioritiz -
tion (n = 47) to c tegorize the concepts eng ged  nd further  n lyze 
how they were used. Citing public tions th t received   medium 
prioritiz tion were reviewed if they were for the three more recent 
Greene sources—”V lues-eng ged Ev lu tion” (2012), “Culture  nd 
Ev lu tion” (2015 ),  nd “Adv ncing Equity” (2016)—bec use these 
h d comp r tively few cit tions in tot l due to their public tion d te 
 nd public tion type (i.e., ch pters in books  nd   report). 

• Step 5: In the fin l ph se of our qu lit tive  n lysis, we chose seven 
c ses (from the 47 citing public tions) th t best demonstr ted deep 
us ge of Greene’s concepts. As selection criteri , we considered the 
c ses’ geogr phic l spre d, bre dth of disciplin ry connections  nd 
public tion venues,  nd r nge of Greene’s ide s used. 

 tudy’s Limitations 
A persistent issue within our study w s determining “wh t counts  s intern -
tion l or tr nsn tion l?” We were three rese rchers conducting this study from 
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  U.S. perspective  bout  n Americ n ev lu tion theorist. We h d difficulty 
cr fting  nd  pplying criteri  for cl ssifying who w s  n intern tion l  uthor or 
wh t constituted   tr nsn tion l use of Greene’s published work. Not only w s 
 ccur te inform tion  bout people’s n tion lities,  ffili tions, tr ining,  nd ev -
lu tion contexts sometimes h rd to find, but  lso people h ve complex histories, 
identities,  nd profession l experiences. Ultim tely, we cl ssified cit tions  s 
“domestic” if the  uthors were U.S.– ffili ted  nd solely publishing in   journ l 
venue with  n intern tion lly focused  udience (e.g.,   C n di n journ l). How-
ever, we c tegorized  s “intern tion l” C n di n- ffili ted  uthors, who were 
gener lly eng ging   non-U.S. context in their public tion. For te ms of  uthors 
with  ffili tions both inside  nd outside the United St tes, we dug into their 
n tion lity, ev lu tor tr ining,  nd other det ils of their citing public tion to try 
to determine  n  ppropri te cl ssific tion. We struggled with how to cl ssify 
 uthors who were b sed outside the United St tes but didn’t cle rly eng ge   
non-U.S. context in their ev lu tion writing. In the end, we did cl ssify these 
 uthors’ cit tions  s “intern tion l” in our qu ntit tive  n lysis, but we did not 
choose their public tions  s exempl rs in our qu lit tive  n lysis since it w s not 
cle r for wh t context they might be  d pting Greene’s ide s. Gener lly, we were 
not interested in  contextu l  nd univers list  pplic tions of Greene’s ide s. 

These m ny difficulties point to conceptu l issues in viewing people or ev -
lu tions in contextu lly or cultur lly reductionist w ys— s either intern tion l 
or domestic. While we believe it is interesting  nd import nt to underst nd the 
flow of ev lu tion ide s between cultures  nd countries, the truth is people  nd 
contexts c n be sh ped by f ctors loc l  nd glob l. Simple, st tic represent tions 
cert inly  id c tegoriz tion  nd qu ntific tion but defy messy re lity. 

 ummary of Findings 
The following two sections provide   summ ry of findings from the l rger study 
to support this  rticle’s methodologic l discussion of mixed-methods cit tion 
 n lysis (Goodnight et  l., 2023). 

Quantitative Findings. The qu ntit tive findings were summ rized in three 
w ys. The first w s vi    comp r tive  n lysis of Greene’s domestic versus inter-
n tion l re ch. T ble 2 depicts cit tion counts dis ggreg ted by public tion  nd 
d t b se. “Ev lu tion  s Advoc cy” (1997) h d the gre test number of domestic 
versus intern tion l cit tions, specific lly in Google Schol r. Intern tion l cit -
tions f r outp ced domestic ones for “St keholder P rticip tion” (1997) pub-
lished in the s me ye r,  lthough with less difference in Google Schol r th n in 
Scopus  nd Web of Science. For the rem inder of Greene’s public tions— ll 
published more recently with less cit tions—the numbers distinguishing domes-
tic versus intern tion l cit tions  re few with Scopus not indexing  ny of them. 
These findings highlight the signific nt v ri tion in d t b ses’ indexing  nd 
results, which  lters perception of the degree th t Greene public tions h ve 
tr nsn tion l influence. 
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Table 2. International and domestic citation counts for Greene’s publications 
by database 

Pub. Tot l Intern tion l Domestic 
Greene Source Ye r D t b se Cit tions Cit tions (%) Cit tions (%) 

Evaluation as 
Advocacy 1997 

Google 
Scholar 
Scopus 
Web of 
Science 

202 

89 

56 

53  26.2%) 

34  38.2%) 

21  31.5%) 

149  73.8%) 

55  61.8%) 

35  62.5%) 

Stakeholder 
Participation 1997 

Google 
Scholar 
Scopus 
Web of 
Science 

116 

40 

28 

61  52.6%) 

30  75.0%) 

20  71.4%) 

55  47.4%) 

10  25.0%) 

8  28.6%) 

Values-Engaged 
Evaluation 2012 

Google 
Scholar 
Scopus 
Web of 
Science 

17 

NI 

NI 

9  52.9%) 

NI 

NI 

6  35.3%) 

NI 

NI 

Culture and 
Evaluation 2015 

Google 
Scholar 
Scopus 
Web of 
Science 

4 

NI 

1 

1  25.0%) 

NI 

1  100.0%) 

3  75.0%) 

NI 

0  0.0%) 

Advancing 
Equity 2016 

Google 
Scholar 
Scopus 
Web of 
Science 

8 

NI* 

3 

2  25.0%) 

NI 

1  33.3%) 

6  75.0%) 

NI 

2  66.7%) 

Note: *NI indicate  that the Greene publication wa  not indexed by the databa e. 

The second w y findings were  n lyzed were vi  intern tion l cit tions over 
time. The  ge of Greene’s public tions w s  n import nt f ctor in studying their 
influence through cit tion. As T bles 3  nd 4 depict, “Ev lu tion  s Advoc cy” 
 nd “St keholder P rticip tion” were the most helpful for studying how the p s-
s ge of time sh ped the evidenti ry influence of Greene’s work. For “Ev lu tion 
 s Advoc cy,” intern tion l cit tions for  ll three d t b ses followed   simil r 
trend of incre sing  s the  rticle  ged. For “St keholder P rticip tion,” there w s 
  signific nt jump in intern tion l cit tions between 1997  nd 2010  ccording to 
Google Schol r’s d t b se but not reflected in Scopus  nd Web of Science. A 
m in finding w s Web of Science indexed less of the intern tion l public tions 
th t cited both Greene  rticles  s comp red with Scopus  nd Google Schol r. 
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Table 3. International citations by decade for “Evaluation as Advocacy” 

Ev lu tion  s Advoc cy* (1997) 

Dec de D t b se Intern tion l Cit tions 

2011–2020 

2001–2010 

1991–2000 

Google Scholar 33 
Scopus 24 

Web of Science 17 
Google Scholar 16 

Scopus 9 
Web of Science 3 
Google Scholar 3 

Scopus 1 
Web of Science 1 

Note: *Evaluation as Advocacy had one article with publication year unknown. 

Table 4. International citations by decade for “Stakeholder Participation” 

St keholder P rticip tion (1997) 

Dec de D t b se Intern tion l Cit tions 

2011–2020 

2001–2010 

1991–2000 

Google Scholar 27 
Scopus 17 

Web of Science 14 
Google Scholar 29 

Scopus 11 
Web of Science 6 
Google Scholar 5 

Scopus 2 
Web of Science 0 

The third w y we  n lyzed findings w s by the number, bre dth,  nd fre-
quency of countries represented in the intern tion l cit tions for Greene’s five pub-
lic tions: 42 countries tot l were represented in  ddition to   h ndful of region l 
 nd glob l contexts (See Appendix A, Figure 1). We noted cle r differences in the 
frequency countries were mentioned. For inst nce, public tions citing “St keholder 
P rticip tion” referenced Austr li  16 times  nd Nigeri  2 times  s ev lu tion con-
texts. The Glob l North w s overrepresented in intern tion l cit tions for  ll 
Greene public tions (by number of Europe n, Western,  nd high-income coun-
tries), yet “Ev lu tion  s Advoc cy”  nd “St keholder P rticip tion” were cited by 
 uthors referencing ev lu tion  cross regions  nd n tions in the m jority world: 
Centr l  nd L tin Americ  (e.g., Cost  Ric   nd Br zil), Afric  (e.g., South Afric , 
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Som lil nd),  nd Asi   nd the P cific (e.g., Nep l  nd Indonesi ). These results sig-
n l the glob l re ch of Greene’s work. At the s me time, sever l intern tion l cit -
tions for “Ev lu tion  s Advoc cy” were  ssoci ted with one country—the United 
Kingdom—but without further qu lit tive inform tion  nd   more robust process 
of cit tion tr cing, it w s h rd to determine the re sons. Second, the most he vily 
represented countries were pl ces where English is the domin nt n tion l l ngu ge 
(e.g., C n d , United Kingdom,  nd Austr li )  nd ev lu tion h s been signifi-
c ntly institution lized. This suggested th t l ngu ge pl ys   role in  ccessing  nd 
employing liter ture on ev lu tion theory,  nd it possibly indic tes the incentives 
to eng ge with the field’s theory  nd publish on ev lu tion issues  re skewed 
tow rd contexts where ev lu tion is well est blished in the  ctivities of govern-
ments  nd civil society. 

Qualitati e findings. The qu lit tive  n lysis results  re presented in two 
p rts. The first p rt focused on identifying Greene’s concepts th t were discussed 
in the citing public tions. A key decision in our content  n lysis w s to consistently 
use Greene’s own terminology to describe the concepts being eng ged by  uthors. 
Appendix B summ rizes our findings  nd indic tes the bre dth of concepts  uthors 
drew upon in their intern tion l cit tions. Across Greene public tions, there w s 
consider ble overl p in the concepts being eng ged by citing  uthors. Reg rding 
the second p rt of the qu lit tive  n lysis, we  n lyzed seven citing public tions 
th t demonstr ted the deepest eng gements with Greene’s ide s. We observed two 
things during this  n lysis: The first w s th t the most det iled eng gements with 
Greene’s work were in dissert tions ( s me sured by number of in-text cit tions 
 nd depth of consider tion of her concepts). When those s me studies were pub-
lished in other venues like  rticles in  c demic journ ls, tr ces of eng gement with 
Greene’s work diminished (e.g., Emerson, 2020; Quiedeville, 2017). The second 
observ tion w s th t the cit tions we chose for extended qu lit tive  n lysis were 
public tions from high-income countries th t were cultur lly Western, except for 
South Kore . We found one public tion where the  uthor offered gre t subst nce 
in connecting Greene’s ide s with   context beyond the United St tes. Published in 
 n Americ n journ l, C vino’s (2013)  rticle ex mines ev lu tor roles when con-
ducting ev lu tions with Indigenous people. She simult neously  ppreci tes 
Greene’s theorizing of v lues  dvoc cy  nd problem tizes it for   M ori context, 
providing   rich ex mple of how ide s forged out of democr tic v lues in one pl ce 
c n be in ppropri te for serving the common good in  nother. 

In conducting the qu lit tive  n lysis, we se rched for  cts of tr nsl tion 
where the citing  uthors reinterpreted Greene’s concepts for their own ev lu -
tion contexts. Ultim tely, it w s h rd to loc te ex mples of deep us ge, let  lone 
tr nsl tion. Re sons included th t the  uthor includes Greene’s public tion in   
list of cit tions  bout  n ev lu tion principle, pr ctice, or observ tion; the  uthor 
cites only Greene but offers little det il  bout the subst nce of her ide (s) or how 
her public tion is being used; the  uthor  n lyzes Greene’s ide s through  n 
intermedi ry  uthor’s work; the  uthor uses Greene in   w y th t is v gue or 
misinterprets Greene’s  rgument; the citing public tion is written in   l ngu ge 
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other th n English;  nd the  uthor discusses Greene’s ide s but doesn’t  pply 
them to  n explicit ev lu tion context. Without extending our qu lit tive  n ly-
sis further (beyond the public tions themselves) to directly t lk to  uthors, our 
 bility to underst nd their tr nsl tions of Greene’s concepts w s limited. 

DISC SSION 
Inste d of resolving uncert inties  bout how to study tr nsn tion l influence in 
ev lu tion theory, the qu ntit tive  nd qu lit tive  n lyses from our l rger study 
prompted  ddition l questions: Wh t  re the methodologic l  fford nces  nd 
shortcomings of mixed-methods cit tion  n lysis  ccording to this c se? Wh t 
 re the equity  nd diversity consider tions in using cit tion  n lysis to study 
tr nsn tion l influence? The insights  nd limit tions we encountered in the 
study informed our  bility to respond to these new questions,  s the subst ntive 
focus of this  rticle. In this section, we  ddress them through synthesizing the 
study’s findings  nd consulting the schol rly liter ture on three topics: cit tion 
d t b se function lity  nd limit tions, cit tion  n lysis for rese rch(er) ev lu -
tion,  nd cit tion  n lysis for conducting rese rch on influence in ev lu tion. 
We  lso consider the equity  nd diversity consequences of wh t we h ve 
le rned. 

Examining Citation Analysis as a Methodology for  tudying Influence 
Reg rding the  fford nces of cit tion  n lysis, specific lly   mixed-methods 
 ppro ch, we found  ) our  bility to interpret the c uses  nd signific nce of 
some cit tion trends w s constr ined,  nd b) our c p city to observe deep 
eng gement with ev lu tion theory in citing public tions w s limited. Our study 
stimul tes questions not just  bout cit tion  n lysis methodology but  lso  bout 
wh t constitutes influence. 

First, is influence well represented by the number of times  n  uthor h s 
been cited? Cit tions  s qu ntit tive indic tors  re used  s   proxy for influence, 
but wh t does citing  n  uthor me n? Lindgren (2011) finds the re sons c n be 
m ny  nd only some reflect the cited work’s qu lity or import nce. We concur 
qu ntit tive  ppro ches  lone th t rely on t llying cit tions  nd interpreting 
cit tion trends (without further historic l or contextu l inform tion) do not  de-
qu tely portr y the influence of   theorist’s ide s domestic lly or intern tion lly. 
For inst nce, the perception th t the field of ev lu tion is progressively glob liz-
ing is commonpl ce. In T ble 2, the disp rity between domestic  nd intern -
tion l cit tions for “Ev lu tion  s Advoc cy” (1997) might le d one to think th t 
this g p is reflective of   lower degree of intern tion l p rticip tion in the field  t 
the time of its public tion  nd in the ye rs immedi tely following. T ble 3 indi-
c tes growth in intern tion l cit tion of the  rticle, but Figure 1 reve ls   siz ble 
number of cit tions rel ted to just the United Kingdom. Me nwhile, cit tion 
results for “St keholder P rticip tion” (1997) in T ble 2 reve l th t quick 
 ssumptions  bout l cking intern tion l interest in ev lu tion theory until 
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recently  re not justified; this  rticle potenti lly indic tes the role of other f ctors 
like explicitly eng ging   non-U.S. context (e.g., P pu  New Guine )  nd co-
 uthoring with  n intern tion lly  ffili ted ev lu tor who continues intern -
tion l development  nd ev lu tion work, possibly diversifying  nd exp nding 
the  rticle’s  udience beyond the United St tes. In interpreting the c uses  nd 
me ning of these different trends in intern tion l cit tion between the two  rti-
cles, it is neither possible to disent ngle Greene’s  nd M thie’s individu l ide s 
in “St keholder P rticip tion” nor their respective influences on the field’s the-
ory resulting from its public tion. These limit tions highlight the limit tions of 
interpret tion inherent in cit tion  n lysis. Moreover, Greene’s public tions 
used in this study reve l   long period (1998–2011) in which her ev lu tion the-
ory schol rship  ppe rs domestic lly focused; this prolonged domestic orient -
tion in Greene’s public tions  re despite her own  ccount of rich  nd influenti l 
tr nsn tion l friendships during this period th t she credits with exp nding her 
ev lu tion theorizing  nd pr ctice (Goodnight & Avent, 2023). Thus, Greene’s 
public tions, cit tions of her public tions,  nd her stories  bout her tr nsn -
tion l friendships offer different pieces in constructing  n  ccount of her work’s 
imp ct on others— nd dyn mic lly, other people’s influences on her work. Mul-
tiple sources of d t  beyond merely cit tions seem essenti l to constructing  n 
 dequ te underst nding of the tr nsn tion l influence of Greene’s ide s. 

Second, c n   qu lit tive  ppro ch to cit tion  n lysis offer   more in-depth 
perspective on the qu lity or n ture of   schol r’s influence? Our qu lit tive  n -
lysis produced further inform tion  bout Greene’s concepts being discussed in 
citing public tions. Some citing public tions subst ntively utilized Greene’s con-
cepts within their texts (e.g., C vino, 2013), yet our study reve led   surf ce-level 
eng gement with Greene’s concepts in most public tions citing her work. In our 
 n lysis, it w s uncommon to observe tr nsl tions or interrog tions of Greene’s 
ide s for   new ev lu tion context. Gener lly, our study fell short of producing   
signific nt level of inform tion  bout how ev lu tors  re eng ging her ide s 
 cross borders. When   qu lit tive  n lysis of cit tions does not yield deep infor-
m tion  bout how  uthors  re conceptu lizing  nd  pplying concepts, we might 
wonder whether mining public tions for underst nding influence is foolh rdy. 
Perh ps, the imp ctful ide s of ev lu tion theorists  re more evident in other 
ev lu tors’ pr ctices or di logues  bout pr ctice r ther th n their public tions. 
We wondered if interviews would provide   different level of depth  bout 
Greene’s influence on ev lu tors citing her work, but the incre sed investment 
of time for d t  collection would be consider ble. 

Wh t does our experience with qu lit tive cit tion  n lysis suggest  bout the 
qu ntit tive w ys of determining  uthor influence through cit tion counts? We 
 rgue th t when content  n lysis c nnot help one comprehend how  uthors  re 
employing the theoretic l ide s th t they cite, it is misguided to  ssign much 
worth to the  ct of cit tion. Lindgren (2011) finds th t high cit tion counts reli-
 bly indic te whether the  uthor h s  chieved the st tus of “ n intern tion lly 
renowned schol r,” but not the qu lity or signific nce of the rese rch produced 
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(p. 7). B sed on the experience of conducting this study, we concur with her posi-
tion th t such bibliometric methods  re suspect in  pproxim ting the true merit 
or imp ct of   rese rcher’s schol rship. Given the other indic tions we h ve of the 
immense import nce of Greene’s ide s to the field (e.g., Alkin, 2013; H ll et  l., 
2023; Mertens & Wilson, 2019), we hypothesize th t the v gue  nd less subst n-
tive uses of Greene’s work th t we observed in m ny citing public tions highlight 
common limit tions with cit tion  n lysis methodology for studying influence, 
 nd we believe using the published work of other renowned ev lu tion theorists 
 s c ses would gener te simil r results. 

Identifying Diversity and Equity Concerns 
Results from cit tion se rches  re he vily influenced by the d t b se used, the 
time th t h s p ssed since public tion, the type of citing public tion (e.g., journ l 
 rticle, book ch pter, dissert tion,  nd report), the l ngu ge of the citing public -
tion,  nd the region l/country  ffili tion of the citing public tion’s  uthor(s). In 
interpreting our results, we found th t the w y d t b ses work  nd the re lities 
of  c demic cit tion h ve cle r equity  nd diversity implic tions. Geogr phy is   
key consider tion in thinking  bout these d t b ses’ use for cit tion  n lysis. An 
import nt component of wh t schol rly documents  re indexed is the origin of 
those documents. Google Schol r results  re thought to be geogr phic lly neutr l 
while Web of Science  nd Scopus  re thought to be more geogr phic lly ge red 
in their results (Sh h & M hmood, 2017). Nevertheless, Google Schol r typic lly 
yielded l rger sh res of domestic cit tions for Greene’s public tions when com-
p ring it to the percent ges from Scopus (T ble 2). Elsevier (p rent body of Sco-
pus) is b sed in the Netherl nds—the United St tes, United Kingdom,  nd 
Netherl nds  re most represented in this d t b se (Erf nm nesh et  l., 2017). In 
the recent dec de, there h s been growth in representing South Asi n journ ls in 
Scopus. The role of geogr phy within d t b ses w s showc sed in   study invol-
ving the  n lysis of public tion output  nd cit tion imp ct of over 200 South 
Afric n journ ls in Web of Science (Tijssen et  l., 2006). The study found most 
loc l South Afric n journ ls were not indexed b sed on the selective criteri  used 
for indexing by Web of Science. This brings  bout distinctions between loc l  nd 
intern tion l journ ls within one country context, reflecting the element of pres-
tige for   journ l. A loc l versus intern tion l design tion for   journ l expl ins 
why  n  rticle published in   Glob l South country might be tre ted by d t b ses 
in   dis dv nt ged w y beyond criteri  directly rel ted to the qu lity of the scho-
l rly work. Tijessen et  l. (2006) spe k to the import nce of not using just   single 
criterion to distinguish between loc l  nd intern tion l rese rch journ ls. They 
discuss inconsistencies in design tions with neither loc l or intern tion l cl ssifi-
c tions sign ling consistency in scope, size,  ge, type of publisher, or by visibility 
or prestige within their respective journ l communities. Such differences show-
c se why it is import nt for these journ ls to be ev lu ted  ccording to wh t 
kind of knowledge they  re producing  nd how signific nt th t knowledge is  t 
loc l, region l,  nd glob l levels. 
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In terms of l ngu ge, Web of Science  nd Scopus  re more likely to index 
English public tions while Google Schol r is more likely to exp nd to indexing 
public tions in other l ngu ges due to its inclusion of low-r nking public tions 
 nd institution l repositories. According to Noruzi (2005), Google Schol r 
includes more public tions in other l ngu ges (e.g., French, Germ n, It li n, 
Portuguese,  nd Sp nish), while Web of Science only includes   very sm ll num-
ber of non-English journ ls. Meho  nd Y ng (2007) support this in finding only 
1.14% of Web of Science  nd 0.70% of Scopus cit tions were from journ ls in 
non-English l ngu ges, while 6.94% of Google Schol r cit tions were from non-
English journ ls. Bec use of the hum n indexing  ppro ch of the Web of 
Science  nd Scopus, editors of these d t b ses might be hindered in their  bility 
to  ssess or  n lyze the content of non-English journ ls, where s Google’s 
m chine indexing  ffords it   cle r  dv nt ge. 

An issue in cit tion  n lysis more bro dly is prestige r nking of both indivi-
du l  uthors  nd institutions. There is  n invisibility problem where cert in 
 uthors’ public tions do not exist in the results produced by d t b ses if they do 
not meet   prestige benchm rk; prestige r nking  lso me ns public tions c n be 
buried in long lists where r nk does not indic te study qu lity or signific nce 
(W lters, 2016). Prestige is geogr phic lly oriented, more r rely  ffecting the 
represent tion of rese rch in Europe  nd the United St tes. In our c se, we did 
not p y  ttention to the r nking of results from the d t b ses. We included  ll 
cit tions in our counts  nd  n lyzed  ll citing public tions th t met our criteri  
for intern tion l. Despite our interest in inclusivity  nd our v lue of c pturing 
the diversity of  uthors dr wing upon Greene’s work, we recognize the strong 
possibility th t cert in public tions were not indexed. If “loc l” or not linguisti-
c lly or geogr phic lly privileged public tions cited Greene’s sources, they were 
li ble to not show up in our findings. The v lues of our study were constr ined 
by wh t the d t b ses do  nd the v luing underpinning their  lgorithms. Our 
 ppro ch could not be independent of the d t b ses’  ppro ches despite cle r 
incongruence between our investig tive priorities  nd these systems of indexing 
 nd r nking th t sh ped our inquiry. 

Fin lly, the hegemony of U.S. contexts  nd schol rs in ev lu tion theorizing 
is  n import nt b ckdrop of this study; it h s been h rmful to m jority world 
contexts (Chilis  et  l., 2015)  nd to the field’s diversity, inclusivity,  nd qu lity. 
The current pr ctices of d t b se indexing  nd public tion seem to l rgely rein-
force th t hegemony. Addition lly, we recognize th t  n import nt limit tion of 
our study is its gener l fr ming in using Greene’s public tions  s the sole foun-
d tion for this  n lysis. Our singul r c se explores intern tion l eng gement 
with Americ n ev lu tion ide s: This one-direction l focus for tr nsn tion l 
exch nge  nchors our cit tion  n lysis vi  our rese rch questions. Undoubtedly, 
ev lu tors pr cticing in other countries h ve their own ev lu tion ide s  nd 
pr ctices,  nd we  re not promoting the United St tes  s   prim ry source for 
ev lu tion know-how through this c se. Greene herself promotes ev lu tor 
humility (not  uthority) when working in ev lu tion sp ces th t  re not 
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cultur lly or n tion lly one’s own (Goodnight & Avent, 2023; Greene, 2015 ). 
We v lue cross-cultur l exch nge in the field  nd believe our study, despite its 
limit tions, is import nt: It reve ls b rriers to diversifying the field through pub-
lic tion stre ms  nd their  n lyses. 

CONCL SION 
While our mixed-methods cit tion  n lysis study yielded v lu ble inform tion 
 bout  ) the intern tion l re ch of Greene’s ide s  nd b) which of her concepts 
intern tion l  uthors were eng ging most in their work (Goodnight et  l., 2023), 
our  n lysis in this  rticle emph sized sever l limit tions of cit tion  n lysis  s   
methodology for investig ting tr nsn tion l influence. First, interpreting cit -
tion trends is not str ightforw rd  nd, upon further qu lit tive  n lysis, the  ct 
of cit tion c n be murky in its me ning  nd signific nce. Second, citing public -
tions infrequently reve led deep us ges of Greene’s concepts or tr nsl tions of 
them for new contexts. Public tions gener lly,  nd cit tion counts p rticul rly, 
 re incomplete sources of d t  for ex mining the contribution of  n ev lu tion 
theorist’s work  cross   glob lized field. Synthesizing our findings with the exis-
tent liter ture, we hypothesize th t indexed public tions  re p rticul rly in de-
qu te for judging the imp ct of ev lu tion theorists who  re contributing to the 
field’s liter ture from underrepresented sp ces  nd who h ve not  chieved the 
st tus of  n intern tion lly renowned schol r. If free-flowing, multidirection l 
exch nges of ev lu tion ide s between countries  re truly v lued, specific lly 
 cross Glob l North  nd Glob l South contexts, there  re currently l rge pro-
blems with the roles th t  ffluence, geogr phy, n tion lity, ethnic  nd cultur l 
identity,  nd l ngu ge pl y in wh t schol rship is recognized  s contributing to 
the field’s liter ture  nd who is seen  s  n ev lu tion theorist. Until these exclu-
sions  nd bi ses  re  dequ tely  ddressed within  c demic publishing  nd scho-
l rly d t b ses, we doubt public tions will be   sufficient venue for studying the 
richness  nd me ning of tr nsn tion l exch nges in ev lu tion theory. 

NOTES 
1 Illumin ting the import nce of RoE to the qu lity of the field’s theory, Christie (2011) 

st tes, “Good theory development is grounded in empiric l inquiry” (p. 1). 
2 E rly notions of influence centred on ev lu tion use: how ev lu tion findings inform 

the decisions  nd  ctions of people rel ted to the progr m,  s well  s the imp ct of ev -
lu tion processes on progr m benefici ries, st ff,  nd the ev lu nd (for   det iled his-
tory, see Alkin & King, 2016). L ter, Kirkh rt (2000) proposed  n integr ted theory of 
ev lu tion influence th t  ccounted for  ) the sources of influence, b) the intention lity 
of influence,  nd c) the time dimensions of influence. Soon there fter, Henry  nd 
M rk (2003)  nd M rk  nd Henry (2004) provided   menu of potenti l influences th t 
c ptured the mech nisms of ch nge  nd outcomes of ev lu tion. 

3 Herberger, Christie  nd Alkin (2010) studied the acade ic influence of ev lu tion the-
orists’ public tions by ex mining the disciplines th t theorists dr w upon in their the-
orizing  s well  s the disciplines th t cite the theorists’ work. 
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4 Our study’s explor tion of influence c n be seen  s closely rel ted to schol rship on 
research i pact or research evaluation (e.g., Donov n, 2011; Morrow, et  l, 2017). 
While useful,  n extensive review of this liter ture is beyond the scope of our study. 
We determined the terminology of influence w s most  ppropri te for our rese rch in 
its  lignment with Herberger, et  l.’s (2010) rel ted work on this topic within the field 
of ev lu tion. Import ntly, r ther th n trying to g uge the l rger societ l or bro der 
 c demic imp ct of Greene’s work ( s with rese rch imp ct), we wished to underst nd 
its consequences more n rrowly: its influence on ev lu tors’ conceptu liz tions  nd 
pr ctices of ev lu tion in different contexts  cross the world. 

5 The three d t b se se rches were to identify Greene’s indexed writings published 
before J nu ry 2020 (n = 110). From the public tions, we focused our  ttention on 
those discussing progr m ev lu tion theory  nd selected Greene’s 1997  rticle “Ev lu -
tion  s Advoc cy” for our pilot  n lysis bec use we determined it w s her most cited 
public tion. The  rticle  lso sets into motion one of Greene’s semin l contributions to 
the field’s theory—the concept of v lues eng gement. In  ddition, we selected four 
other Greene public tions for this study bec use of their explicit glob l  nd tr nsn -
tion l qu lities. Centr l to our study’s purpose in ex mining tr nsn tion l  nd cross-
cultur l exch nge, we found these  rticles  nd ch pters reve led glimpses of how soci l 
progr ms, communities,  nd ev lu tors beyond the United St tes  nd the Glob l 
North perspective of m instre m ev lu tion enriched Greene’s vision of ev lu tion. 

6 In our  n lysis of cit tion counts for domestic public tions, we did not intention lly 
note or elimin te  ny self-cit tions (m de by Greene). Thus, it is possible her self-cit -
tions  re included in the domestic cit tion figures th t we report in this study. For 
intern tion l cit tions, given they were the focus of our study’s  n lyses, we conducted 
  closer ex min tion of e ch,  nd no Greene self-cit tions  re included in our intern -
tion l cit tion counts or qu lit tive  n lyses. 

7 Two of the  uthors developed the criteri  for the priority levels  nd discussed their 
 pplic tion. The c tegories  re defined  s follows: High—cit tion of sever l Greene 
sources or one Greene source sever l times, with moder tely subst ntive tre tment of 
her ide (s); Mediu —cit tion of sever l Greene sources or one Greene source sever l 
times, with less subst ntive tre tment of her ide (s);  nd Low—cit tion of one Greene 
source one to two times, with superfici l or v gue tre tment of her ide (s). Then, one 
 uthor c tegorized e ch  rticle  fter reviewing the full text  nd wrote   short expl n -
tion of her design tion. A second  uthor reviewed  ll c tegoriz tions  nd discussed 
them with the  uthor who conducted the origin l  n lysis. A joint revisiting of the pub-
lic tions’ full text resolved the few incongruencies between their priority design tions. 
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APPENDIX B. GREENE’S CONCEPTS DISC SSED IN CITING 
P BLICATIONS 

Number of 
Cit tions Greene Concepts Discussed in Citing 

Greene Public tion An lyzed* Public tions** 

Greene  1997) 20 
Evaluation as Advocacy 

Mathie & Greene  1997) 17 
Stakeholder 
Participation 

Greene  2012) Values- 7 
engaged Evaluation 

Greene  2015a) Culture 1 
and Education 
Greene  2016) 2 
Advancing Equity 

Democratic deliberation, democratic 
pluralism, democratic values, politics in 
evaluation, values advocacy 
Dialogue, diversity of participation, 
equity, participation of marginalized or 
underrepresented stakeholders, power, 
pluralism, voice 
Dialogue, inclusion, participation of 
marginalized or underrepresented 
stakeholders, politics in evaluation, 
representing plurality of stakeholder 
interests and views, values 
engagement, values prescription 
Critical reflection, culturally responsive 
evaluation practice 
Equity, inclusion, participation of 
marginalized or underrepresented 
stakeholders 

Note : *These citing publications were analyzed because they received high or 
medium level priority in phase II of our qualitative analysis. 
**The terms used to describe the concepts in this table are aligned to the language 
used in Greene’s original publication being cited. Some variation in terms exists 
across Greene’s original publications. 
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