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Response to the letter to the editor: Clarifications on

literature review and study contributions
Editore mektuba cevap: Literatur taramasi ve galisma katkilarina iligkin

aciklamalar

Yasemin Denizli'( =}, Abdullah Ucar?

Dear Editor,

We would like to express our gratitude for
forwarding the letter regarding our article
to the Editor. This has provided us with
the opportunity to address the reasons
for not citing the study by Oztlrk et al.
In the following section, we present our
responses to the points raised in their
letter:

The data collection period for the study
by Oztiirk et al. was between June 1,
2022, and July 15, 2022. The submission
and acceptance dates of the article are
15 August 2022 and 28 October 2022,
respectively (1). In our study, the literature
review and data collection phase ended
on 2 August 2022 at 17:30, after which the
analysis phase began and was extended
to include the 2022 dissertations. The
analysis phase was not only a cross-
sectional analysis, but software coding
was done to create a real-time dynamic
database architecture in which the
findings would be automatically updated
as new data were entered into the system.
All entries and digital footprints in our
database have log records to verify this
timeline. Our preliminary analyses were
presented as a conference paper at the
6th International Public Health Congress
held the same year, and we subsequently
included new theses published in 2022
as we completed advanced analyses
in 2023 (2). Thus, the literature review
for our study was conducted before the
publication of Oztiirk et al.’s article, which
had not been released during our review
phase. By its publication, our study had
progressed to the analysis stage.
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When one of the studies started and
conducted simultaneously is published
earlier and the other is published later,
should the late published article not
citing the other be considered as a lack
of literature review? A literature review
is usually conducted at the beginning of
the study, followed by data collection and
analysis. Withthe exception of bibliometric
analyses, systematic reviews and meta-
analyses, where the subject of study is
‘original articles in the literature’, it should
not be necessary to search the literature
repeatedly throughout the entire process
from the beginning to the end of a study.
Systematic literature reviews and meta-
analyses are typically characterized
by exhaustive and comprehensive
searches of all available literature.
As our study focused on dissertations
(doctoral, master’'s and specialist),
rather than published original articles,
we did not conduct a systematic search
beyond these materials; our systematic
approach was specific to dissertation
studies.  Although  cross-referencing
similar studies is valuable in terms of
strengthening scientific rigor, we believe
that it is incompatible with scientific
practice for authors working on similar
topics to put pressure on each other to
cite their own studies or to consider this
as an obligation.

In comparison, the study by Oztiirk et
al. primarily examined the research
methods of public health theses, which
is a valuable contribution. However, our
research focused on the distribution of
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research topics and trends within the
public health field. Oztiirk et al. conducted
a brief analysis of public health issues,
but the methodology for selecting these
issues is not detailed. Findings on these
topics were presented very briefly, with
only a single table and a short paragraph
dedicated to them. By contrast, our study
introduced a unique classification system
for public health subfields, identifying
33 sub-topics based on established
textbooks and categorizing them under
three main headings (main, emerging,
and methodological fields) (3).
Additionally, although Oztirk et al.
highlighted the importance of trend
analysis in bibliometric studies in the
introduction, their findings did not include
a historical trend analysis beyond a
single graph showing the total number of
theses over time. Our study provides a
unique contribution by presenting a trend
analysis of public health topics over five
decades, detailing the temporal changes
in topic prevalence. A key differentiator of
our study is the co-occurrence analysis
of public health topics, which adds a
distinctive layer of insight.

Another feature that distinguishes
our work is the presentation format of
our innovative, interactive, dynamic
visualizations, which are designed to
be updated with new dissertation data
established on a dynamic database.
We have made these interactive tools
available through our research group’s
online platform EVREKA (https://sites.
google.com/view/evrekahs) inspired
by Nature’s work to support future
researchers and facilitate new discoveries
(4).

Thank you once again for the opportunity
to clarify these points, and we appreciate
the scholarly exchange on this matter.

Best regards,
Yasemin Denizli
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