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Using OPAC to find books in library greatly increased usability of libraries.
Institutional repository as electronic archive helps improvement of research
and educational environment. Roles of the both systems are similar, but
there are some differences, such as technologies utilized by them. For
example, institutional repositories have metadata harvesting function. On
the other hand, most of OPACs are unable to harvest metadata. Further
improvement in usability of both systems was investigated from the

viewpoint of technology.
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