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 [NOTE: Color-coded categorization of problems strictly my personal viewpoint.] 

	Features
	SciFinder Web
	SciFinder Scholar Client

	General  Features
	
	

	1. Installation
	Browser based, just need current Javascript. 
	Client program, my assistance is frequently required.  

	2. Tech Support
	Minimal burden.
	High, burden, frequent off-site access, upgrade, & configuration problems. 

	3. Security
	Very Good (User registration, runs thru UL proxy server,  eliminates need for VPN)
	Poor (Off-site VPN problematic)

	4. Response Time
	Variable, dependent on overall internet speed. Bringing up structure drawing window is consistently slow. 
	Generally excellent

	5. Autolinks to full-text articles
	Works both on & off campus. Can select full-text for only 1 record at a time. 
	Works only on campus. Can get full-text for groups of articles. 

	6. Screen-to-screen navigation
	Breadcrumb navigation. Users must be trained to avoid browser back button. 
	Forward-back, no display of current position, but BACK always works. 

	Export Features
	
	

	7. EndNote Export
	Yes, 2-step using tagged save format. 
	Yes, 2-step using tagged save format.

	8. Export Formats
	Creates rtf, pdf, quoted, & tagged files and new answer key formats.
	Includes plain text, tagged, quoted, & rtf

	Display Issues
	
	

	9. Brief Record Display
	Complete bibliographic citation.
	Complete bibliographic citation.

	10. Highlighting hit terms
	Uses bold font – better ADA compliance.
	Uses color. 

	11. Legibility of Structures in Brief Substance Display
	User controls number of columns displayed.      
	All but most complex structures are legible. 

	12. Copy/paste structures from RN to Drawing Program 
	Yes
	Yes


	Analyze/Refine Features
	
	

	13. Subsetting Operations: Analyze/Refine
	Refine subsets current set like Client, but Analyze creates temporary sets. This is merely a training issue. 
	Both Analyze & Refine always operates on ‘current’ set in “straight line”, i.e. always subsets current set.

	14. Literature References: Analyze/Refine Options [Note Point 14 above for operational difference]
	Identical to client version
	Identical to web version, 

	15. Substances: Analyze Options
	Real atom attachment shifted to Refine. No other client options available. Newly avail: substance role, commercial avail., reaction avail., & elements.
	Real Atom Attachment, Ring Skeletons, Stereo, Variable group composition, R-group composition.  

	16. Substances:  Refine Options 
	Same as client. 
	Structure, isotope & metal contain., commercial, lit ref & property avail., property range searching.

	17. Precision searching: Metal-heteroatom bonds (organometallics)
	Yes, must check box before initiating structure search.
	Yes, a Refine By option after initial structure search. 

	18. Reactions:  Analyze/Refine Options
	Everything in client plus new limit by solvent. 
	A full range of options.  

	
	
	

	
	
	

	19. Missing Features (Web vs. Client)
	Browse Journal Table of Contents missing.
	

	
	
	

	20. New Features (Web) [No particular order]
	Current awareness (SDI) – up to 20 profiles

	
	Literature References can be sorted by accession number, author, publication year & title.

	
	Substances can be sorted registry number or number of references.

	
	Create permanent URL to references, substances, and reactions.

	
	Retains search history for the previous 10 search sessions. 

	
	Index Term Linked

	
	Source of Registration Data Available

	
	Key contact gets reports of registrants, can see who in which departments use the system. 

	
	New record-level tagging and comments shared within research groups within one’s organization.

	
	Retrieve similar reactions based on any selected reaction record.

	
	Sort options for reactions: number of steps, yield, year, and similarity. 

	
	Export physical properties to Microsoft Excel. 

	
	Export Analyze Histograms.


