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Dear Editor-in-Chief 
 
Academic research impact evaluation is defined 
the assessment of any effect due to research in 
academic level (1). Different factors such as indi-
vidual, institutional and international collabora-
tions can effect on research impact. In this re-
search, two main groups’ indicators consist of 
citation and collaboration indicators have been 
used to evaluation (2). Citation indicators consist 
of highly cited paper (HCP), hot paper (HP), cita-
tion per item (C/I), total citation (TC), total cita-
tion without self-citation (TC without self ) ex-
tracted from ISI web of Science in 2018 (3); and 
collaboration indicators included international (I) 
and national (N) collaborations  (2015-2018) 
based on Cival reports (4). The scoring system 
consists of raw and normalized scores.  
At first, the raw values of each index were calcu-
lated. Then based on number 100, normalized 
scores were estimated, i.e. the highest score in 
each indicator was received 100 and the others 
were adjusted on this number. The weighted 
score was calculated by multiplying weights by 
the normalized score (final score). Based on re-
search team`s opinion , the weights for HCP, 
HP,C/I,TC, TC without self, NC, IC was 2, 3, 
2,1,1.5,1 and 1.5 respectively (5) .  

Fifty three Iranian universities of medical scienc-
es (IUMS) in three types (I: large size universities, 
II: medium size universities and III: small size 
universities) (6) were evaluated by these indica-
tors. Based on academic impact evaluation re-
sults, 10 IUMS were situated in type one and the 
majority of knowledge production (62%) were 
related to these IUMSs. In this type, Tehran , 
Shaheed Beheshti and Mashhad; in type two, 
Bagiyatallh, Kermanshah and Golestan; and in 
type three, Alborz University of Medical Sciences 
had the highest scores. In national level, top five 
universities of medical sciences were Tehran, 
Shahid Beheshti, Mashhad, Tabriz and Alborz 
universities of medical sciences. Among these 
UMSs, five, three and two universities were relat-
ed to type one, two and three respectively. Table 
1 shows the results of academic impact evalua-
tion in the first three IUMSs in each type -in 
2018. 
The result of this study showed that publication 
of high cited papers and development of interna-
tional collaboration in research by faculty mem-
bers of universities of medical sciences could in-
crease impact scores in academic level. 
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Table 1: Results of academic impact evaluation in the first three IUMSs in each type -in 2018 
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