Iran J Public Health, Vol. 51, No.11, Nov 2022, pp.2639-2640

N
\

v
2y

‘1971\

Letter to the Editor

Academic Impact Evaluation in National Health Research
System: Toward Public Health Promotion

Monir Baradaran Eftekhari’, Katayoun Falahat’, *Asghar Ebadifar*

1. Deputy for Research and Technology, Ministry of Health and Medjcal Education, Tebran, Iran
2. Dentofacial Deformities Research Center, Research Institute of Dental Sciences, Department of Orthodontics, Dental School, Sha-
hid Bebeshti University of Medjcal Sciences, Tebhran, Iran

*Corresponding Author: Email: a.ebadifar@sbmu.ac.ir

(Received 10 Sep 2020; accepted 27 Sep 2020)

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 scotes.

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 treceived 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 ITUMS 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

Type of Name of 3 = T m x 8 N T T .
university IUMS R 8 N 9 Q N BN BN N N & o
35883 38 8 9§39§3 8 938 §3¢
Typel  Tehran 435 2 2 8 266 09 130. 43 100 346 150 1 134, o61. 91. 1073
7 8§ 0 7 9 3 10 4 9. 25 9 8 02
0 6
Shaheed 295 2 1 9 300 08 106. 23 55 179 775 1 115 o64. 95 907
beheshti 1 2 5 1 6 98 6 0 6. 07 4 55 49
7 8
Mashhad 144 1 1 6 200 15 200 21 50. 187 812 2 150 45 67. 885
5 9 3 2 90 8 6 1. 8 95 71
6 9
Typell Baqgiyatal 576 9 1 5 250 1.6 173, 93 99. 859 150. 1 900 65 82 1024
ah 8 3 3 3 0 8. 4 1 .6
0 9
Kermans 792 8 1 6 300 12 127. 94 100 745 130. 1 776 59. 74 909.
hah 6 3 0 0 1 6. 6 8 8
0 3
Golestan 268 6 1 5 250 15 159. 39 42, 323 564 2 103. 58 72. 804
2 4 9 4 1. 8 8 8
0 8
Type I  Alborz 283 9 2 6 300 19 155 55 100 492 150. 2 150 72, 83. 1139
0 8 9 9 00 3. 8 20 1
0 6
Maragheh 213 5 1 5 250 15 123, 33 59. 286 872 1 75 85. 98. 804
1 7 6 4 75 0 1. 8 06 73
1 8
Qom 18 3 6 3 150 13 103. 24 43 209 637 1 832 8. 93. 604
7 2 9 5 83 2 3. 6 5 14 56
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