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riting a thesis is one of the essential requirements for getting a
postgraduate medical degree in Turkey. Therefore, every year
students invest money, time and human resources to prepare

Publication Pattern of Turkish Medical
Theses: Analysis of 22.625 Medical Theses

Completed in Years 1980-2005

AABBSS  TTRRAACCTT  OObb  jjeecc  ttii  vvee:: The ob jec ti ve of this study was to de ter mi ne the con ver si on ra tes of Tur kish
re si dency the ses to sci en ti fic ar tic les. MMaa  ttee  rrii  aall  aanndd  MMeett  hhooddss: 22.625 re si dency the ses writ ten at 28
uni ver sity hos pi tals, nine sta te hos pi tals and two mi li tary hos pi tals’ re si dency prog ram mes and re -
cor ded at the web of Na ti o nal The sis Cen ter were se arc hed thro ugh Web of Sci en ce in or der to
eva lu a te the ir pub li ca ti on pat tern in SCI-ex pan ded jo ur nals in 1980-2005. RRee  ssuullttss:: The num ber of
pub lis hed the sis at SCI ex pan ded jo ur nals was fo und to be 1397 (6.2%) with the me di an num ber of
ci ta ti ons re ce i ved per pa per ran ging from 0.3 to 5.0. Pub li ca ti on per cen ta ge was hig hest for the ses
writ ten at mi li tary hos pi tals and lo west for tho se writ ten at sta te hos pi tals. CCoonncc  lluu  ssii  oonn:: Per cen ta -
ge of pub lis hed the sis in Tur key is lo wer when com pa red to the re ma i ning Eu ro pe an Co un tri es.
The re fo re, we ne ed al ter na ti ve prac ti ces to use our manpower, ti me and fi nan ci al re so ur ces mo re
ef fec ti vely. The first al ter na ti ve is to put an end to the ob li ga ti on to wri te the sis in or der to comp -
le te re si dency tra i ning in so me types of hos pi tals or to con vert this ob li ga ti on to an op ti on. Anot -
her al ter na ti ve is to es tab lish a Na ti o nal The sis Ad vi sory Cen ter and ma ke it es sen ti al to get ap pro val
from this cen ter in or der to con duct a the sis pro ject.
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ÖÖZZEETT  AAmmaaçç:: Bu ça lış ma Tür ki ye’ de ya pı lan tıp ta uz man lık tez le ri nin bi lim sel ma ka le le re dö nüş -
me oran la rı nı be lir le me yi amaç la mak ta dır. GGee  rreeçç  vvee  YYöönn  tteemm  lleerr:: Ulu sal Tez Mer ke zin de ka yıt lı bu-
lu nan, 28 üni ver si te has ta ne si, dokuz dev let has ta ne si ve iki as ke ri has ta ne de ki asis tan lık
prog ram la rın da 1980-2005 yıl la rı ara sın da ta mam la nan 22.625 tıp ta uz man lık te zi nin SCI-ex pan -
ded kap sa mın da ki der gi ler de ya yın lan ma du rum la rı nı be lir le mek ama cıy la Web of Sci en ce’ ta araş -
tı rıl dı. BBuull  gguu  llaarr:: SCI ex pan ded der gi le rin de ya yın la nan tez sa yı sı 1397 (%6,2) ola rak ve ya zı ba şı na
alı nan yıl lık atıf or tan ca la rı sa yı sı 0.3-5.0 ara lı ğın da bu lun du. Ya yın lan ma yüz de si as ke ri has ta ne -
ler de en yük sek iken dev let has ta ne le rin de en dü şük bu lun du. SSoo  nnuuçç:: Tür ki ye’ de ya pıl mış olan tıp -
ta uz man lık tez le ri nin ya yın lan ma yüz de si di ğer Av ru pa ül ke le ri ile kar şı laş tı rıl dı ğın da da ha dü şük
bu lun mak ta dır. Bu du ru mun açık la yı cı sı ola cak çe şit li se bebp ler or ta ya ko nu la bi lir. Tıp eği ti min -
de ki çeşt li ek sik lik ler, tez ya zı mı nı ve ya yın lan ma sı nı teş vik edi ci des tek le rin ek sik li ği gi bi. Bu du-
rum da iş gü cü, za man ve pa ra sal kay nak la rı mı zı da ha et kin kul la na bi le ce ği miz al ter na tif yol la ra
ge re ki si ni mi miz bu lun mak ta dır. Bi rin ci se çe nek ta ma men ve ya ba zı has ta ne tip le rin de asis tan lık
eği ti mi ni ta mam la mak için tez yaz ma zo run lu lu ğu nu kal dır mak ve seç me li ha le dö nüş tür mek tir. Bir
baş ka se çe nek ise bir Ulu sal Tez Da nış ma Mer ke zi ku ru rak bir tez pro je si nin yü rü tü le bil me si için
bu mer ke zin ona yı nın alın ma sı nı esas kıl mak tır.
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and con duct the ir the ses. The re are two go als in
wri ting me di cal the ses: one is to con tri bu te to sci-
en ce and the ot her is le ar ning sci en ti fic met hods.
In the long term, me di cal re se arch im pro ves the
stu dents’ in de pen dent analy ti cal prob lem-sol ving
skills, and abi lity to cri ti cally in ter pret sci en ti fic li t-
e ra tu re.1

The re fo re, we ana li sed me di cal the ses writ-
ten in 1980-2005. This study shows that pub li ca -
ti on pat tern per cen ta ge of our co untry’s me di cal
the ses are very low. A study in Fran ce shows that
17% of the ses pre sen ted bet we en 1993 and 1998
has re sul ted in pub li ca ti on.2 In Pe ru, 482 me di cal
the ses we re re gis te red bet we en 2000 and 2003,
and 85 (1.6%) we re pub lis hed in bi o me di cal-in -
de xed jo ur nals.3 Ni e mi nen et al. stu di ed 256 con-
se cu ti ves the ses pre sen ted bet we en 2001 and 2003
at Ou lu Uni ver sity in Fin land. Sixty-one (23.8%)
we re pub lis hed in in de xed jo ur nals from se ve ral
da ta ba ses.4 Des pi te the ack now led ged ad van ta ges
of pub lis hing, get ting stu dents to pub lish the re-
sults of the ir the ses se ems to be a glo bal prob-
lem.2,4,5

Wri ting a the sis is an es sen ti al step for a me di -
cal doc tor who wants to be a spe ci a list. It is al so im-
por tant that me di cal un der gra du a te cur ri cu la
sho uld inc lu de co ur ses that te ach sci en ti fic thin k-
ing and the prin cip les of sci en ti fic re se arch.

The aca de mic staff at the de part ment act as su-
per vi sor for a the sis. Such sci en ti fic wri ting inc lu -
des a va ri ety of prob lems in  terms of sci en ti fic le vel.
One in di ca tor of the sci en ti fic va lu e of a the sis and
of the ac cep ta bi lity of its con tent to the in ter na ti -
o nal sci en ti fic com mu nity, is whet her the work has
be en pub lis hed in a pe er-re vi e wed jo ur nal. The se
pe er-re vi e wed ar tic les are al so in di ca tors of in teg -
ra ti on of te ac hing and re se arch wit hin me di cal ed-
u ca ti on. Therefore, the ob jec ti ve of this study was
to eva lu a te the pub li ca ti on pat tern of Tur kish me -
di cal the ses. However this study shows that, in our
co untry per cen ta ges of pub lis hed me di cal the ses
are very low.

The aim of this study was to de ter mi ne the
con ver si on ra tes of Tur kish re si dency the ses to sci-
en ti fic ar tic les.

MA TE RI AL AND MET HODS
In this study, we eva lu a ted 25 368 the ses, that we re
re cor ded at web of Na ti o nal The ses Cen ter
(http://tez2.yok.gov.tr), and we re writ ten between
ye ars 1980 and 2008. The eva lu a ted re cords did not
inc lu de every the sis writ ten bet we en 1980 and 2008.
Tho se that we re writ ten af ter ye ar of 2005 we re not
inc lu ded in the eva lu a ti on be ca u se of the fact that
ge ting any ci ta ti on ne eds ap pro xi ma tely two ye ars
af ter pub li ca ti on. Con se qu ently, du ring the study
pe ri od, 22 625 me di cal the ses we re eva lu a ted writ-
ten from 28 uni ver sity, two mi li tary and nine sta te
hos pi tals bet we en the ye ars 1980 and 2005. The na -
me, aut hor, su per vi sor, es tab lish ment, ins ti tu ti on,
da te of the sis as well its de part ment we re re cor ded
from the web si te of Na ti o nal The ses Cen ter.

The da ta were trans fe red to Re fe ran ce Ma na -
ger Prog ram. The na me of the re si dent was then se -
arc hed in or der de ter mi ne whet her the the sis had
re sul ted in a sci en ti fic pub li ca ti on in de xed in the
web of sci en ces with Re fe ran ce Ma na ger Prog ram .
We eva lu a ted for all ar tic les that inc lu ded the na -
me of the re si dent as an aut hor and then brow sed
thro ugh the se to find po ten ti al matc hes with the
the sis. The jo ur nal im pact fac tor as re por ted by the
jo ur nal ci ta ti on re ports of the ISI web of know led -
ge for the pub li ca ti on ye ar was ob ta i ned from the
jo ur nal that pub lis hed the ar tic le. For each the sis,
we se arc hed all re fe ren ces inc lu ding the na me of the
stu dent or that of the the sis su per vi sor. For re cur -
ring last or first na mes, we tri ed all com bi na ti ons of
na mes and ini ti als. For each eli gib le pub li ca ti on, we
re cor ded the jo ur nal  na me, the ye ar of pub li ca ti on,
the num ber of aut hors and the ir im pact fac tor. We
trans fe red all da ta to Ex cel prog ram  and analy sed
them using SPSS 15.0 prog ram . 

RE SULTS
A to tal of 1397 (6.2%) the ses re sul ted in pub li ca ti -
on. We fo und a sig ni fi cant dif fe ren ce in pub li ca ti -
on rates of ins ti tu ti ons (p< 0.05). We de ter mi ned
that no ne of the the ses writ ten at one uni ver sity
and one sta te hos pi tal re sul ted in a pub li ca ti on.
Par ti cu larly in ye ar, 2000 a to tal of 155 (14%) the-
ses re sul ted in a pub li ca ti on. Un for tu na tely, no ne
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FIGURE 1: The distribution of publications pattern of theses.

of the the ses writ ten between ye ars 1982-1984 re-
sul ted in pub li ca ti on. The pub li ca ti on rates in cre -
a sed as ye ars got clo ser to 2000. The dis tri bu ti on of
pub li ca ti on rates are shown in Fi gu re 1.

The ses we re mo re of ten ci ted in jo ur nals in
years 2002-2004 when com pa red to ot her ye ars.
The ses we re pub lis hed in jo ur nals with hig her im-
pact fac tor in 2000s than the ot hers ye ars. The ses
we re not ci ted in jo ur nals bet we en 1980-1984.
However; the ses we re published in jo ur nals with
si mi lar im pact fac tors. The me di an num ber of ci-
ta ti ons re ce i ved per pa per per ye ar was ran ging
from 0.3 to 5. The the ses pub lis hed form two uni-
ver sity and two sta te hos pi tals we re not ci ted. The
dis tri bu ti on of ci ta ti ons and the ir im pact fac tors are
shown in Tab le 1 and Fi gu re 2.

The pub li ca ti on rates of the ses we re eva lu a ted
ac cor ding to ins tu ti ti on. Pro por ti on of the ses that
re sult in pub li ca ti on was hig hest in Ha cet te pe Uni-
ver sity when com pa red the ot her ins ti tu ti ons; fol-
lo wed by Mar ma ra Uni ver sity as se cond  and
Do kuz Ey lül Uni ver sity as third rank (Tab le 2). 

The pub li ca ti on pat tern of the ses we re eva lu -
a ted for type of hos pi tals. The re fo re, the ses of mi l-
i tary hos pi tals re sul ted in pub li ca ti on the most
frequently. A to tal of 91 (8.6%) the ses of mi li tary
hos pi tals we re pub lis hed. Ho we ver, a to tal of 31
(1.3%) the ses of sta te hos pi tals we re pub lis hed
(Tab le 3 and Fi gu re 3).

The publication pattern of theses were evalu-
ated for each scientific region. The theses from İn-
ternal medicine resulted in publication the most. A
total of 67% theses from İnternal medicine region
resulted in publication (Figure 4).

The publication pattern of theses are evaluated
for each department. The theses from nuclear  med-
icine resulted in publication the most. A total of 13
(13%) theses from nuclear medicine  department re-
sulted in publication (Table 4 and Figure 5).

The pub li ca ti on pat tern of theses were eva lu -
a ted for thre e big gest ci ti es (İstan bul, An ka ra,
İzmir) and ot her ci ti es. A to tal of 932 (6.3%) the ses
from thre e big gest ci ti es re sul ted in pub li ca ti on. A
to tal of 465 (5.9%) the ses from ot her small ci ti es
re sul ted in pub li ca ti on (Tab le 5).The dis tri bu ti on
of ar tic les for thre e lar gest ci ti es (İstan bul, An ka ra,
İzmir) and ot her ci ti es are shown in Tab le 5.

DIS CUS SI ON

The ul ti ma te go al of edu ca ti on is the ac qu i si ti on of
know led ge and the abi lity to apply it in prac ti ce.
With this pur po se, be si de tra di ti o nal edu ca ti on sys-
tem many al ter na ti ve edu ca ti o nal systems ha ve be -
en su ges ted in all over the world. For most
physi ci ans and den tists, the the sis inc lu ded in the -
ir co re cur ri cu la of me di cal or den tal ba sic edu ca -
ti on; and this is the only con tact they wo uld ha ve
with the to ols of sci en ti fic wri ting.4
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FIGURE 2: The distribution of citations and theirs impact factors.

TABLE 1: The distribution of citations and theirs impact factors.

*:Inter quartil range

Citation/ Year Impact Factors Total publications

Years Median Range* Median Range* %

1980 - - 1.05 (1.05-1.05) 1 100.0

1981 - - - - 1 100.0

1982 - - - - 0 100.0

1983 - - - - 0 100.0

1984 - - - - 0 100.0

1985 0.37 (0.15-1.17) 1.64 (1.02-2.06) 5 100.0

1986 0.44 (0.10-4.97) 0.84 (0.47-1.68) 10 100.0

1987 0.39 (0.15-1.60) 1.09 (0.69-1.51) 5 100.0

1988 0.30 (0.18-0.89) 0.64 (0.59-1.13) 3 100.0

1989 0.33 (0.11-0.80) 0.62 (0.26-2.47) 4 100.0

1990 0.50 (0.23-0.92) 0.75 (0.29-1.21) 15 100.0

1991 0.44 (0.44-0.71) 1.15 (0.72-2.52) 14 100.0

1992 0.33 (0.14-0.73) 0.72 (0.56-1.63) 19 100.0

1993 0.53 (0.25-1.34) 0.97 (0.51-1.37) 25 100.0

1994 0.85 (0.40-1.45) 0.99 (0.41-1.80) 41 100.0

1995 0.87 (0.50-1.12) 1.02 (0.54-2.00) 41 100.0

1996 1.00 (0.37-1.12) 1.05 (0.54-1.81) 62 100.0

1997 1.08 (0.50-2.03) 0.97 (0.50-1.38) 62 100.0

1998 1.33 (0.52-3.12) 1.03 (0.63-1.56) 81 100.0

1999 1.00 (0.50-1.80) 0.99 (0.65-1.45) 169 100.0

2000 1.25 (0.66-2.00) 1.19 (0.69-1.85) 155 100.0

2001 1.50 (1.00-3.00) 1.01 (0.64-1.60) 164 100.0

2002 2.00 (1.00-3.62) 1.28 (0.74-1.95) 122 100.0

2003 2.00 (1.00-4.00) 1.18 (0.69-2.13) 126 100.0

2004 2.00 (1.00-3.75) 1.42 (0.83-2.44) 152 100.0

2005 1.00 (1.00-2.00) 1.43 (0.76-2.93) 120 100.0

TOTAL 1.00 (0.60-2.25) 1.12 (0.69-1.86) 1397 100.0

Impact Factors

Citation



Turkiye Klinikleri J Med Sci 2011;31(5)1126

Özgen ve ark. Tıp Eğitimi

To our know led ge, this is the first study that
re ports the pub li ca ti on pat tern of me di cal the ses in

our co untry. This study al so re ve als a do mes tic pat-
tern of the ses pub li ca ti on.

Publications Pattern

Article Paper Total

Institutions Numbers %** Numbers %** Number

Hacettepe U Faculty of Medicine 53 14.1 8 2.1 375

Marmara U Faculty of Medicine 74 12.9 17 3.0 573

Gazi U Faculty of Medicine 106 10.6 12 1.2 1001

Dokuz U Eylül Faculty of Medicine 98 10.3 13 1.4 954

GATA Military Medical Academy 74 9.9 10 1.3 745

Pamukkale U Faculty of Medicine 16 9.7 5 3.0 165

Süleyman Demirel U Faculty of Medicine 20 9.5 2 0.9 210

Erciyes U Faculty of Medicine 65 9.4 9 1.3 690

SSK Ankara Children hospital 4 9.3 1 2.3 43

İnönü U Faculty of Medicine 30 8.6 1 0.3 347

Abant Izzet Baysal U Faculty of Medicine 3 8.6 0 0.0 35

Yüzüncü Yıl U Faculty of Medicine 15 8.5 0 0.0 177

PTT Erenköy Hospital 3 8.1 1 2.7 37

Çukurova U Faculty of Medicine 66 6.7 12 1.2 991

Osman Gazi U Faculty of Medicine 12 6.7 4 1.1 178

Fırat U Faculty of Medicine 28 6.6 5 1.2 427

Ondokuz Mayıs U Faculty of Medicine 39 6.0 7 1.1 648

Cerrahpaşa U Faculty of Medicine 106 5.9 17 0.9 1808

İstanbul U Faculty of Medicine 155 5.8 23 0.9 2665

Ege U Faculty of Medicine 106 5.8 18 1.0 1819

Cumhuriyet U Faculty of Medicine 31 5.6 3 0.5 558

Dicle U Faculty of Medicine 35 5.4 9 1.4 649

GATA Military Hospitals  17 5.4 3 0.9 313

Ankara U Faculty of Medicine 112 5.3 20 0.9 2109

Uludağ U Faculty of Medicine 23 4.7 7 1.4 493

Trakya U Faculty of Medicine 27 4.5 1 0.2 602

Selçuk U Faculty of Medicine 24 4.2 3 0.5 572

Atatürk U Faculty of Medicine 26 2.9 2 0.2 888

Ankara Education Hospital 14 2.9 2 0.4 478

SSK Education Hospital 1 2.9 0 0.0 34

Akdeniz U Faculty of Medicine 3 2.2 0 0.0 135

Kırıkkale U Faculty of Medicine 1 2.0 0 0.0 51

Ank. Atatürk Education Hospital 1 1.8 0 0.0 57

Harran U Faculty of Medicine 1 1.5 1 1.5 65

Göztepe Hospital 1 1.0 0 0.0 101

Şişli Etfal Hospital 5 0.5 1 0.1 932

Haydarpaşa Education Hospital 2 0.4 2 0.4 556

Gaziantep U Faculty of Medicine 0 0.0 0 0.0 33

Bakırköy Children Hospital 0 0.0 0 0.0 111

Total 1397 6.2 219 1.0 22625

TABLE 2: The distribution of publications according to instutitions.

(p< 0.05) **: Publications percentage of departments-Distribution among rows is shown. U: University



Turkiye Klinikleri J Med Sci 2011;31(5) 1127

Medical Education Özgen et al

In this study, we fo und that only 6.2% of the
the ses we re pub lis hed in in de xed jo ur nals, which is
com pa rab le to from de ve lo ped co un tri es such as
Fin land and Fran ce. A study in Fran ce showed that
17% of the ses pre sen ted bet we en 1993 and 1997
re sul ted in pub li ca ti on.2 The re is al so re por ted da -
ta on mas ter the ses de fen ded at two Cro a ti an me -
di cal scho ols.6 They fo und that 24% of tho se
pre pa red by me di cal stu dents in 1990-1999 had
sub se qu ently be en pub lis hed in sci en ti fic jo ur nals
in de xed in med li ne. AIn an ot her study, 482 me -
di cal the ses we re re gis te red bet we en 2000 and
2003; 85 (17.6%) we re pub lis hed in bi o me di cal-
in de xed jo ur nals in Pe ru.3 A study in In di a showed
that 30% of the ses-re la ted re se arch con duc ted in
a uni ver sity me di cal col le ge was pub lis hed in in-
de xed journals.1 In a study con duc ted in Fin land,
the per cen ta ge of dip lo ma the ses pub lis hed is
(23.8%).4 Our per cen ta ge of pub lis hed the ses was
very low when com pa red to ot her co un tri es. It
was en gros sing. The sci en ce do es not exist un til it
is pub lis hed.6 Low per cen ta ge of pub lis hed the ses
ra i ses the qu es ti on of the ir sci en ti fic and edu ca ti -
o nal va lu e.6-9 Low pub li ca ti on ra te ma kes the qu a -
lity of re se arch sus pect and com pro mi ses the
qu a lity of post gra du a te me di cal edu ca ti on.4,6 In ad-

di ti on, it rep re sents a was te of man po wer, mo ney,
and ot her re so ur ces. Uni ver si ti es sho uld ma ke ef-
forts aga inst this sort of pub lis hing id le ness and sti -
mu la te yo ung re se arc hers to pub lish the re sults of
the ir the ses. Con ver sely, low pub li ca ti on ra tes may
be re la ted to high work lo ad of re se arc hers with te -
ac hing and ro u ti ne pro fes si o nal ob li ga ti ons, fi nan -
ci al cons tra ints, and lack of sop his ti ca ted
equ ip ment.4,10

This dif fe ren ce co uld be exp la i ned by the chal-
len ges that un der gra du a te stu dents fa ce when it co -
mes to pub lis hing. A bar ri er for stu dents may be
wri ting in Eng lish, which is con si de red a ti me-con -
su ming and dif fi cult en ter pri se for so me. Anot her
fac tor is the lack of in cen ti ves for pub lis hing.

In Tur key, stu dents and fa culty do not usu ally
re ce i ve funds for pub lis hing. Nu me ro us bo oks, ar-
tic les and In ter net si tes of fer re com men da ti ons and
ins truc ti ons for the stu dents on how to wri te and
or ga ni ze a re se arch pa per or the sis.4 Me di cal and
den tal cur ri cu la of ten inc lu de in tro duc ti ons to the
prin cip les of sci en ti fic re se arch.11 The re are many
chal len ges and li mi ta ti ons for pub li ca ti on in un der-
gra du a te scho ols in Tur key. One stra tegy to tack le
this is su e co uld be or ga ni sing co ur ses and work-
shops on sci en ti fic pub lis hing pe ri o di cally that in-
c lu de et hi cal is su es in pub li ca ti on. Ide ally, tho se
co ur ses sho uld be in teg ra ted in to the me di cal cur-
ri cu la. 

Des pi te the exis ten ce of co ur ses in me di cal in-
for ma tics, gu i des and the sis re gu la ti ons, many stu-
dents do not un ders tand the pro cess of sci en ti fic
wri ting.12 So me me di cal scho ols ha ve de ve lo ped
stu dent-ori en ted co ur ses and prog rams to over co -
me the per ce i ved dif fi cul ti es and im pro ve the qu a -
lity of the ses and pro mo te the ir pub li ca ti on in
Fin land.7,8,13

A to pic for fu tu re re se arch is to de ter mi ne the
in te rests of stu dents in con duc ting a the sis (e.g. pu -
rely aca de mic or sci en ti fic) and the qu a lity of the
pub lis hed ar tic les co ming from the ses.

Re se arc hers ha ve sug ges ted that the re al va lu -
e of sci en ti fic work li es in its pub li ca ti on in in de xed
li te ra tu re. Pub li ca ti on ma kes re se arch re sults vi si-
b le and ea sily ac ces sib le to sci en tists any whe re in

Institutions Article %*** Total

University Hospitals 1275 6.6 19218

Military Hospitals 91 8.6 1058

State Hospitals 31 1.3 2349

Total 1397 6.2 22625

TABLE 3: The distribution of articles according to type of
hospitals.

*** : Distribution among rows is shown.

FIGURE 3: The distribution of article according to type of hospitals.
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the world.14 In ad di ti on, it en han ces the aca de mic
and pro fes si o nal cre di bi lity of the re se arc hers, as
well as that of the de part ment and of the ins ti tu ti -

on. The streng the ning of sci en ti fic edu ca ti on is a
key com po nent in de ve lo ping com pe tent physi ci -
ans who will not only ask the right qu es ti ons but

Publications Pattern

Departments Article %* Paper %* Total theses %

Nuclear Medicine 13 13,04 1 1,0 100 100.0

Pharmacology 21 12,8 4 2.4 164 100.0

Rheumatology 6 12,0 1 2.0 50 100.0

Internal Medicine 260 10,3 59 2.3 2517 100.0

Pediatrics 235 9,3 32 1.3 2527 100.0

Pediatric Surgery 10 9,3 2 1.9 107 100.0

Medical Biology 4 9,1 0 0.0 44 100.0

Physiology 13 8,7 2 1.3 149 100.0

Plastic Surgery 27 8,6 0 0.0 313 100.0

Allergy and İmmunology 6 8,0 2 2.7 75 100.0

Physical medicine and Rehabilitation 54 7,5 13 1.8 717 100.0

Emergency Medicine 11 7,3 1 0.7 150 100.0

Biochemistry 42 7,2 7 1.2 583 100.0

Psychiatry 38 6,9 9 1.6 550 100.0

Neurosurgery 32 6,8 5 1.1 474 100.0

Cardiology 48 6,7 10 1.4 718 100.0

Child and adolescent Psychiatry 2 6,5 0 0.0 31 100.0

Radiology 28 6,3 3 0.7 441 100.0

Oncology 22 6,0 3 0.8 367 100.0

Neurology 38 5,9 10 1.5 647 100.0

Urology 39 5,7 4 0.6 684 100.0

Pathology 25 5,5 5 1.1 454 100.0

General Surgery 69 5,0 4 0.3 1372 100.0

Dermatology 31 5,0 5 0.8 617 100.0

Obstetric and Gynecology 67 4,8 6 0.4 1387 100.0

Morphology 9 4,5 0 0.0 200 100.0

Anesthesia and Reanimation 55 4,4 10 0.8 1260 100.0

Ear Nose Throat Disorders 32 4,2 0 0.0 762 100.0

Microbiology 22 4,2 3 0.6 521 100.0

Oftalmology 39 3,8 7 0.7 1031 100.0

İnfectious Diseases 15 3,5 0 0.0 426 100.0

Orthopedic and traumatologica 27 3,2 2 0.2 834 100.0

Thoracic medicine 16 3,0 3 0.6 535 100.0

Radiation Oncology 2 3,0 2 3.0 67 100.0

Forensic Medicine 3 2,6 1 0.9 114 100.0

Radiology and Nuclear Medicine 18 2,3 3 0.4 796 100.0

Cardiovascular Surgery 6 2,1 0 0.0 287 100.0

Public Health 4 1,5 0 0.0 269 100.0

Thoracic surgery 1 1,5 0 0.0 67 100.0

Family Medicine 1 0,9 0 0.0 110 100.0

TOTAL 1397 6.2 219 1.0 22625 100.0

TABLE 4: The distribution of publications according to departments.

**: Publications percentage of departments - Distribution among rows is shown.
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al so be ab le to apply cur rent tre at ment met ho do -
lo gi es.15 The ex pe ri en ce from me di cal scho ols that
ha ve had stu dent re se arch prog rams sug gests that
the se can and do en co u ra ge me di cal stu dents to ta -
ke an in te rest in re se arch and pos sibly an aca de mic
ca re er.16

The su per vi sors and the ir de part ments and cli -
nics sho uld al so be gi ven pro per ack now led ge ment
for the ir work.4 Pub li ca ti on suc cess has be en lin ked
to su per vi sors’ sup por ti ve ro le in sci en ti fic pub lis -
hing ac ti vity.10,17 Su per vi sors ha ve a res pon si bi lity
as men tors to en co u ra ge post gra du a tes to pub lish,
and to fa ci li ta te pro fes si o nal prog res si on.18

The ne ces sity of re de sig ning me di cal edu ca ti -
on in ac cor dan ce with chan ging con di ti ons and re-
qu i re ments star ted to be dis cus sed dis tinc ti vely in
the 1980s.19 Me di cal edu ca ti on at the un der gra du -
a te, gra du a te and post-gra du a te le vels are prac ti ced
in dif fe rent ways. Pa ra lel to this, re si dency the sis
prac ti ces al so vary bet we en co un tri es and re gi ons
as well. In the Uni ted Sta tes, prac ti ces of the sis are
qu i te va ri ab le, even in so me sta tes that kind of
prac ti ce do es not exist. 

It sho uld be no ted that the re are sig ni fi cant
dif fe ren ces bet we en the ins ti tu ti ons. This dif fe ren -
ces co uld be exp la i ned by in fras truc tu re, in ten sity
of work and vi si on of the ins ti tu ti ons.This dif fe -

ren ces must be eli mi na ted. First of all, the vi si on of
ins ti tu ti ons sho uld be chan ged. The re are im por -
tant dif fe ren ces ac cor ding to the types of hos pi tals.
Es pe ci ally in mi li tary hos pi tals, there is a sig ni fi -
cantly hig her ra te of pub li ca ti on. The re a son for
this may be mo re facilities present in mi li tary hos-
pi tals.In this res pect, par ti cu larly sta te hos pi tals
cer ta inly sho uld be en co u ra ged for pub li ca ti on.

The re are sig ni fi cantly dif fe ren ces bet we en
the de part ments, to o. There may be va ri o us re a sons
for these dif fe ren ces. First of all, the most im por -
tant re a son may be the ti me li mi ta ti on. Be ca su e the
ra te of publication in sur gi cal branc hes is sig ni fi -
cantly lo wer. The ra te of publication should in-
crease in surgical branches. Anot her im por tant
re sult is the sig ni fi cant dif fe ren ces bet we en big ci -

FIGURE 4: The distribution of publications according to scientific region.

FIGURE 5: The distribution of publications according to departments.
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ons.
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