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Dear Editor,

Thank you for the letter by Professor Kjetil Soreide regarding our
article entitled: The 100 most cited manuscripts in emergency abdom-
inal surgery: A bibliometric analysis (1) The author(s) of the letter
“Emergency general surgery - is there any value in a ‘100 most cited’
list” call for a more tempered conclusion to the original analysis.
Although controversial, citations remain the foundation of research
appraisal. Whilst there may arguably be better alternatives, such as
AltMetrics [2], citation numbers form the basis of impact factor which
influences the Research Excellence Framework (REF) in the United
Kingdom. Ergo, by identifying the most frequently cited articles in the
arena of emergency abdominal surgery, will by definition highlight the
articles with the greatest potential impact, and therefore by inference
the articles with the most academic reach and influence within this
surgical specialty.
The author(s) refer to the methodology, apparently seeking en-

hanced clarity.Yet, the abstract and the methodology section explicitly
stated that the search terms Emergency, Abdom* and Surg* were used
to interrogate the Thompson Reuters Web of Science database. In re-
sponse to the author(s) specific questions: All years were included, and
non-English language articles were excluded, as were those unrelated to
emergency abdominal surgery. MeSH terms are not assigned by authors
and therefore it is possible for even the most robust of search meth-
odologies to miss articles of possible relevance; a limitation common to
all systematic review studies.
Emergency abdominal surgery was defined as any article related to

an emergency abdominal disease process whether infective, in-
flammatory or trauma. The author(s) position regarding the inclusion
and exclusion of specific manuscripts highlights the nature of biblio-
metric analyses rather than equating to an inherent limitation of the
study. For instance, the impact of a paper is dynamic and it is possible
for articles to enter or leave the ‘top 100 cited’ across different time
frames, a feature akin to infinite game theory. Given the relatively re-
cent emergence of emergency abdominal surgery as a subspecialty of
general surgery, a decision was made to use broad search terms, in
order to ensure the identification of all manuscripts relating to
Emergency Abdominal Surgery. Moreover, any reasonable observer

would surely agree that the surgical management of anastomotic leaks
and fistulae should be classified as emergency conditions given the
acute nature of their clinical presentations.
Each article should be appraised on its merits and this bibliometric

study was never intended or sold as a review of the whole literature of
emergency general surgery, but rather a bibliometric analysis of
Emergency Abdominal Surgery's 100 most cited manuscripts. Any re-
view article is limited by its search terms and using ‘emergency general
surgery’ as suggested by the author(s) may explain the differences ob-
served between our returned manuscript list and their expected list. In
fact the author(s) use the terms ‘general surgery’ or ‘emergency general
surgery’ throughout their letter, which may explain any disparities in
ideas and expectations. It is nevertheless a salient point that trends exist
in what is considered important related to different time frames and this
was controlled for by means of a citation rate index [1]. This revealed a
different ‘top 10’ compared with citations alone and more closely re-
flects what is contemporary. It is not surprising that these manuscripts
related to sepsis, trauma, resuscitation, management of haemorrhage,
and the use of laparoscopy in abdominal emergencies. The metho-
dology presented in the manuscript is similar to the other 8 manuscripts
published by this group on a host of medical topics, which have re-
ceived 47 citations within a 2 years period [1–9], with the Gastric
cancer bibliometric analysis receiving 20 citations since publication
[6]. This confirms the popularity and the importance of these biblio-
metric analyses in general, which and clearly declares a definitive value
to the medical and scientific community.
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