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Bibliometric analyses and related research activities in scientometrics have significantly increased 
in popularity in recent years. Originally coined by Pritchard[1] as an alternative to the term 
“statistical bibliography,” bibliometrics profiles scholarship in numerical terms. It is rooted in the 
statistical analysis of published works such as books and articles. It tracks trends in authorship, 
productivity, and impact patterns. Such analyzes can be applied to individual authors, specific 
journals, geographic regions, and/or fields of studies. Bibliometric analyzes depict numerical 
patterns of at times unquantifiable domains such as research quality,[2] which historically been 
assessed through the peer-review processes. Nonetheless, bibliometric analyses have been used 
for all sorts of research and scholarship-related activities, including but not limited to, research 
funding and grants, researcher and research centers rankings, and faculty tenure and promotions. 
The technique is used in rating individual researchers through derived indices such as the 
H-index with both its proponents[3] and opponents.[4] Other similar indices are also used but 
not as widely recognized.[5] Bibliometrics are also used in profiling specific disciplinary journals 
and their impacts through derived quantities and ratios such as the journal impact factor. These 
rankings are increasingly used by prospective authors in deciding where to publish their works.

One of the useful utilities of bibliometric analyses is in establishing trends and directions in 
research production within a specific discipline or emerging fields. These studies help both 
policymakers and researchers alike in focusing on areas of wider concern and impact. An 
example is illustrated by Tran et al.’s bibliometric study of global evolution and trends of research 
in artificial intelligence as applied to healthcare.[6] Others studied similar trends in tropical 
medicine[7] and medical big data research.[8] These global perspectives on the nature and profile of 
research within such broader topics related to medicine and healthcare would be served well by 
robust journals and convey the outcomes of these novel research endeavors.

Bibliometric techniques are used in founding quantitative profiles of published scientific works, 
including the authors of the articles, their institutions, the publishing journals, and the number 
of citations the articles receive. The latter parameter has become a major area of assessment in 
bibliometrics. The literature is replete with citation analysis articles. Individual journals have also 
been profiled using bibliometric analyzes profiling methods.[9-12] Ibrahim and Jan (2015) analyzed 
the performance of the Journal of Pakistan Medical Association from 2009 to 2013.[13] As in other 
similar studies, the reported trend reflects an ever-increasing number of publications. It identifies 
its predominant geographic source of contributors. Similar assessments constructed profiles of 
groups of journals within a discipline. Dynako et al. (2020) profiled the publication history of 
American journals in sports medicine.[14] Bibliometrics scholars have also examined the extent 
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and profile of such analyzes on single journals. Kevin, 
W.U.A., and his team examined 82 bibliometric studies from 
around the world performed on single journals.[15] In this 
issue of the JMSR, a bibliometric review provides a profile 
of an emerging journal focused on musculoskeletal surgery 
and related research.[16] The authors provide an overview 
of the journal’s evolution and its publication trends. Such 
findings are of interest to the journal’s audience and key 
stakeholders as such prospective contributing authors, 
research organizations, and funding agencies.
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