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Abstract

The aim of this bibliometric research was to identify and analyze the top 100 cited systematic reviews in the field of oral
and maxillofacial surgery in order to guide any professional level with interest in this topic and to map the current trends
the field of oral and maxillofacial surgery. Using the Web of Science database without restrictions on publication year or
language, a bibliometric analysis was performed for the five major journals of oral and maxillofacial surgery: International
Journal of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery (IJOMS), Journal of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery (JOMS), Journal of Cranio-
maxillofacial Surgery (JCMS), British Journal of Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery (BJOMS), and Oral Surgery, Oral Medicine,
Oral Pathology and Oral Radiology (Triple-O). The most top-cited systematic review was published in 2015 with a total of
200 citations on survival and success rates of dental implants, consistent with the finding that “pre- and peri-implant surgery
and dental implantology,” and “craniomaxillofacial deformities and cosmetic surgery” were the most frequently cited topics
(22% each). The majority of top cited papers were published in JOMS (43%), followed by JOMS (34%), Triple-O (8%),
JCMS(8%) and BJOMS(7%). The highest number of contributions was from the Netherlands, followed by Italy and USA.
The outcome of this article can be used as a source of information and to guide not just researchers but also clinicians and
students to which areas are trending in the field of oral and maxillofacial surgery, thus also having a large impact on the
field of oral and maxillofacial surgery. However, this article cannot reflect the quality of the included systematic reviews.
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Background

Decision making regarding all clinical decisions includ-
ing choice of treatment is nowadays nationally and inter-
nationally based on evidence-based medicine in all fields
of medicine such as dentistry and oral and maxillofacial
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surgery (OMFS) [1, 2]. Randomized controlled trials (RCTs)
have been considered the best and strongest study design
to answer a specific clinical question, consequently being
a guide to the decision making, described as an evidence-
based approach. However, in most of the RCTs, a huge sam-
ple size is warranted to reach an outcome based on reliable
statistics. Performing a RCT with a big sample size is a chal-
lenge for any researcher. Systematic reviews with meta-anal-
ysis allow combining data from individual RCTs in order
to reach a more robust and reliable conclusion regarding a
clinical question. Besides that, there are tools to evaluate the
quality of RCTs, in order to be able to do recommendations
about this specific clinical issue. Therefore, presently sys-
tematic reviews and meta-analysis are graded with the high-
est quality level study design [3]. Furthermore, studies have
indicated that dentists often are either unable or unwilling to
access or read primary evidence [4]. There are also indica-
tions that Cochrane systematic reviews are not as cited and
popular as systematic reviews in high impact journals. This
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finding is surprising since the Cochrane systematic reviews
are commonly considered gold standard, but one explanation
could be the reporting format that is difficult to read and also
presented as boring [5]. Therefore, summaries of evidence
such as systematic reviews and clinical guidelines could be
an easy way to implement evidence-based dentistry in the
clinical practice [6].

Another type of research, used to show what impact pub-
lications have, is called “bibliometrics.” The first citation
about bibliometrics was done by Pritchard in 1969 [7]. There
are some publications on bibliometric analysis in the field
of OMSF, but specified as facial trauma [8], oral cancer [9],
and maxillofacial surgery [10]. The citation analysis is a type
of bibliometrics which quantifies how many times a publica-
tion has been cited after its publication. This information can
be efficient to use in order to evaluate what impact a publica-
tion has in a specific field, and therefore how important this
publication is in that specific field. Thus, the more cited the
publication is, the greater impact it has [11]. On the other
hand, there are evidence indicating that errors in the cited
“facts” can be perpetuated with repeated citations which can
influence practice and policy negatively [12]. Furthermore,
for dentists and clinicians already using evidence-based
dentistry in their clinical practice, this analysis can be seen
as an important tool to guide the clinicians to identify the
publications with the greatest impact in their field of action,
and thus use them as a guide in their decision making.

After the year 2000, there was a huge increase in the
number of published systematic reviews in medicine and
dentistry. Specifically, in the field of OMFS, an increase of
published systematic reviews was observed after the year
2010. To our knowledge, there are no studies aiming to
investigate the most-cited systematic reviews in the field
of OMFS. Thus, after 10 years of worldwide research, it
is imperative to know how the direction of the research in
the field of OMES, to see how the field of OMFS has been
transformed and/or affected by investigating the bibliomet-
rics of the systematic reviews, by ranking the most-cited
systematic reviews in order to both provide the direction of
the research in the field of OMFS, and also as a guidance for
the clinicians regarding their acquisition of knowledge from
a solid evidence-based aspect. The aim of this bibliometric
research was therefore to identify and analyze the top 100
cited systematic reviews in the field of OMFS in order to
guide any professional level with interest in this topic and
to map the current trends the field OMFS.

@ Springer

Methods

Using the methodology outlined in the bibliometric analysis
of top 100 cited paper in a previous study [13], the authors
performed a bibliometric analysis of the top 100 most highly
cited systematic reviews. The five top journals in the specific
field of oral and maxillofacial surgery with impact factor
above 1.0 which publishes systematic reviews frequently
were chosen (International Journal of Oral and Maxillofacial
Surgery (IIOMS), Journal of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery
(JOMS), Journal of Cranio-maxillofacial Surgery (JCMS),
British Journal of Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery (BJOMS),
and Oral Surgery Oral medicine Oral pathology Oral radi-
ology (TRIPLEO). A search was performed on October 29,
2020, using the Clarivate Analytics’ Web of Science data-
base and there was no restriction on the publication year or
the language of the manuscripts. The search strategy was
“systematic review” OR “systematic reviews” OR “meta-
analysis” OR “meta-analyses.” The results were organized
in descending order of citation count.

After the search the Clarivate Analytics’ Web of Sci-
ence database, the 100 most-cited articles were stratified
in categories based on the content. Ten categories could
be found in the stratification process and they were as fol-
lows: dentoalveolar surgery, pre-implant surgery and dental
implantology, traumatology, craniomaxillofacial deformities
and cosmetic surgery, osteonecrosis of the jaws, pathology,
reconstructive surgery, temporomandibular joint (TMJ),
basic science research, and emerging technologies.

The most-cited articles were analyzed regarding the fol-
lowing information retrieved from the Clarivate Analytics’
Web of Science database: number of citations, publication
year, journals, authors, number of authors, methodological
design (systematic review or systematic review with meta-
analysis), article field (dentoalveolar surgery, pre-implant
surgery and dental implantology, traumatology, craniomaxil-
lofacial deformities and cosmetic surgery, osteonecrosis of
the jaws, pathology, reconstructive surgery, temporoman-
dibular joint (TMJ), basic science research, and emerging
technologies), contributing institution and country. The
country of origin and contributing institution of the article
was defined by the address provided for the corresponding
author. When the paper presented, the same citation number
the most recent was best ranked.

Number of articles and citations per article were graphed
using the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences software
(SPSS version 22.0).
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Results

The initial search identified 771 articles. The 100 top-cited
systematic reviews on the OMFS field are listed by rank
order based on the number of citations in Table 1. From
a total of 100 systematic reviews only 37 presented meta-
analyses. The number of authors ranged between one and
16 (mean 4.12 +2.31).

These articles have been cited a combined total of 5107
times. The top-cited article was published in 2015 with a
total of 200 citations [14], but only 7 articles reached to
100 citations (Table 1). Based on the distribution of the
100 articles over the years and their citations per publi-
cation, the years 2000 followed by 2006 and 2007 were
the most productive years (Fig. 1). The earliest systematic
review included in this bibliometric analysis was published
in 2000 by Lee et al. [15], in JOMS and has been cited 98
times, while the most recently was published in 2018 by
Starch-Jensen et al. [16] in the IJOMS and has been cited
33 times. Figure 2 illustrates the distribution of the 100
articles over the years.

The fields “pre- and peri-implant surgery and dental
implantology,” as well as “craniomaxillofacial deformi-
ties and cosmetic surgery” were the most frequently cited
topics (22% each) in the top 100 list (Fig. 3). The first field
has a total of 1334 citations while the second topic has a
total of 1162 citations.

There were 25 different countries of origin and 83 insti-
tutions responsible for the highly cited systematic reviews.
The leading countries were the Netherlands and Italy with
12 manuscripts each, followed by the USA with 10 articles
(Fig. 4).

Overall, [JOMS was responsible for 2481 citations,
JOMS for 1684, TRIPLEO for 380 citations, JCMFS
for 307, and BJOMS for 255. The mean citation rate per
published review followed the same pattern with [JOMS
having a mean citation rate of 57.7 citations per review,
JOMS 49.5 citations per review, TRIPLEO 47.5 citations
per review, JCMFS 38.4 citations per review, and BJOMS
31.9 citations per review. Most of the manuscripts were
published in the IJOMS and JOMS (Fig. 5).

Discussion

In the field of (dental)medicine, as in the other fields
of science, the scientists strive to reach out with their
research findings. In other words, they wish that their find-
ings both can be used to affect decisions, and also to guide
the readers in their decision making [12]. Articles reaching
more than 100 citations are considered classic, i.e., having

a great impact [17]. However, to analyze and understand if
the conducted research has any impact or affects decision
making one has to analyze how and if the articles do reach
out, and what impact they have in their research filed [17].
To do that scientometrics, which is bibliometry in the field
of science, is frequently used. This study used citation
analysis [18], to identify the publications that have had the
greatest impact in the field of OMFS. Although the field
of OMFS is very wide, with diverse conditions and treat-
ments, the main finding of this citation analysis indicates
that there were only 7 systematic reviews that reached to
100 citations in the field of OMFS, among the included
journals. This is in line with previous studies indicating
that less than 10% of the published articles reaches up to
the status of classic articles [19-21].

Among the classic articles, the top-cited article was an
Italian systematic review on longitudinal studies about the
evaluation of survival and success rates of dental implants
[14], published in 2015 but already up in 200 citations.
Among top three, there was one more systematic review on
dental implants also from Italy focusing on different alveolar
bone augmentation procedures for implant placement [22],
published in 2014 and has now reached 124 citations. It is
not surprising that systematic reviews upon dental treat-
ments are top ranked since dental implant surgery is the vast
most common surgical procedure next to tooth extractions,
in contrast to orthognathic surgery, tumors [23].

The second most cited was also a European (from the
Netherlands) systematic review on three-dimensional image
fusion processes for planning and evaluating orthodontics
and orthognathic surgery, published in 2011 having 131 cita-
tions. All top-three systematic reviews were published in
IJOMS, which is the top journal in the field of OMFS, being
ranked in the second quartile (QR2), Clarivate Analytics’
Web of Science database. It has been shown that the journal
impact factor answers for 59% of the variation in the number
of citations [24]. Therefore, it is not at surprising finding
since most authors are interested in publishing papers in
journals with high impact factors, which also is considered
an indication of high quality papers [25, 26]. Just outside
top-three systematic reviews, this citation analysis could
show that systematic reviews upon osteoradionecrosis from
Hong Kong (112 citations) [27] and Malaysia (100 citations)
[28], as well as osteonecrosis from Germany (104 citations)
[29]. The same fields were also dominating the rest of the
most highly cited systematic reviews.

It has previously been reported that the majority of the
top-ranked, top-cited publications are produced in nations
with better economic rankings [21, 30]. This was also found
in this citation analysis indicating that most of the systematic
reviews in the field of OMFS are produced in Europe and
the USA, as well as Hong Kong, with Italy as the most suc-
cessful country.

@ Springer
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Table 1 (continued)

&

Citations
27

Royal Blackburn Hospital

Institution

Publication year Journal
BJOMS

2016

Two-week rule in head and neck cancer 2000-14: a

Title

Langton S et al

Rank Author

Springer

systematic review

27

Galician Agency for Health Technology Assessment

BJOMS

Atienza G, Lopez-Cedrun JL Management of obstructive salivary disorders by sialen- 2015

doscopy: a systematic review

2015 TRIPLEO New York University College of Dentistry 27

World Workshop on Oral Medicine VI: a systematic

Taylor J et al

96

review of the treatment of mucous membrane pem-

phigoid

27

University Hospital of Freiburg

IMOS

2014

Outcomes of implants placed with three different flap-

Voulgarakis A et al

97

less surgical procedures: A systematic review

27

Sichuan University

JOMS

Ultrasonography for Detection of Disc Displacement of 2012

LiCletal

98

Temporomandibular Joint: A Systematic Review and

Meta-Analysis

27

Prince Philip Dental Hospital

JOMS

2012

Treatment Modalities of Neurosensory Deficit After

Leung YY et al

99

Lower Third Molar Surgery: A Systematic Review
Soft Tissue Profile Changes After Bilateral Sagittal

27

JOMS Radboud University

2010

Joss CU et al

100

Split Osteotomy for Mandibular Setback: A System-

atic Review

One interesting factor is that the top-ranked
systematic reviews are all published after the year
2010, however not surprising since only 14 out
of the 100 top-cited were published in the decade
2000-2010. One common criticism on citation anal-
ysis reports is that the outcome is affected by the
impact of time [19]. This was, however, not the case
in this report on the field of OMFS. In accordance
with our results, previous studies have indicated
that there are just a few citations the first years,
with a peak of citations just before an article age
of 10 years [31].

Another aspect to consider is that citation analysis
only can be used to assess the impact the specific arti-
cle has on its field by quantifying its recognition, the
importance as well as the popularity of the topic, and
also perhaps how common or severe a condition might
be, but it cannot reflect the quality of the content in
the article [25, 26]. Therefore, it is of great impor-
tance to use the outcome of this article as a source
of information not just for researchers but also for
clinicians and students, regarding which areas and to
guide readers at any professional level with interest in
this field to which areas are trending, thus also hav-
ing a large impact on the field of OMFS. However,
although scientists wish that their research findings
can be used to affect decisions, and to guide the clini-
cians in their decision making [12], one also has to take
into consideration that this is not the case in dentistry.
It has recently been shown that although the major-
ity of dentists are aware of the term and meaning of
evidence-based dentistry, they do not necessarily seem
to apply evidence-based dentistry in their practice [6].
This could be seen as a drawback regarding evidence-
based dentistry in clinical practice. Therefore, clear,
easy-to-read summaries of evidence such as systematic
reviews and clinical guidelines could be an easy way
to implement evidence-based dentistry in the clinical
practice [6].

There are some limitations that could be considered.
One is that this article only evaluated the five top jour-
nals in the specific field of OMFS with impact factor
above 1.0. This could consequently result in that many
other excellent review articles concerning the field of
OMEFS but published in other journals, i.e., in other lan-
guages or from other fields of dentistry/medicine are
lacking. However, as shown in this analysis the included
articles were from entire world, but the majority of the
most cited were from countries with better economic
rankings [21, 30]. Furthermore, this article could also
show that most of the most-cited papers were in jour-
nals with higher impact factors, which was not surprising
since most authors are interested in publishing papers
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Fig. 1 Number of citations per
systematic review by year in
OMFS

Fig.2 Time-pattern distribu-
tion of the 100 most-cited
systematic reviews on oral and
maxillofacial surgery

Citations per article

Number of Studies

100

80

60

407

207

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Year of Publication

2000

2003

2008

2007

in journals with high impact factors which also is con-
sidered as an indication of high quality papers [25, 26].
Thus, the frame used in this study only including the five

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Year of Publication

top journals in the specific field of OMFS with impact
factor above 1.0 can still be a good indicator for the cur-
rent trends in the field of OMFS and a useful guide for

@ Springer
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Fig.3 Topics covered among

the 100 most-cited systematic

reviews on oral and maxillofa-
cial surgery

Fig.4 Country of author’s
institute for 100 most-cited
systematic reviews

The Netherlands
Italy-
USA:

Brazil
Chinar

UK
Denmark:
Germany’
Canadar
Yemen
Spain
Switzerland

Australiar

Country

Austria
Sweden
Nigeria-
Finland
Belgium
Taiwan’
Poland
New Zealand:
Malaysia
Israel
Iran’

Indiar

readers at any professional level with interest in this

field.

In conclusion, in the field of OMFS for the years fol-
lowing the year of 2000, the majority of the top-cited

@ Springer

OMFS Category
.Pre-implant surgery and dental
implantology

[m Craniomaxiliofacial deformities
and cosmetic surgery

W Pathology

[ODentoalveolar surgery

Ml Traumatology

[E Temporomandibular joint (TMJ)

[CJReconstructive surgery

[ osteonecrosis of the jaws

M Basic science research

B Emerging technologies

T T T T T
4 6 8 10 12

Number of Studies

systematic reviews are published after the year of 2010
in nations with better economic rankings. Furthermore,
the most-cited systematic reviews were on dental implant
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Fig.5 Most frequently cited
journal 50

Number of Studies

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF
ORAL AND MAXILLOFACIAL
SURGERY

surgery, which might not be so surprising since it is
the vast most common surgical procedure next to tooth
extractions.

Abbreviations OMFS: Oral and maxillofacial surgery; TMJ: Tempo-
romandibular joint; [JIOMS: International Journal of Oral and Maxil-
lofacial Surgery; JOMS: Journal of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery;
JCMS: Journal of Cranio-maxillofacial Surgery; BJOMS: British Jour-
nal of Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery; TRIPLE O: Oral Surgery Oral
medicine Oral pathology Oral radiology

Supplementary Information The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https://doi.org/10.1007/s10006-021-00981-9.

Authors’ contributions All authors contributed equally in this manu-
script. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Declarations

Competing interests The authors declare that they have no competing
interests.

References

1. Gogos C, Kodonas K, Fardi A, Economides N (2020) Top 100
cited systematic reviews and meta-analyses in dentistry. Acta
Odontol Scand 78(2):87-97

2. Beteramia D, Sklavos A, Saha A, Hyam D (2020) A 21-year anal-
ysis of the publication patterns and level of scientific evidence

JOURNAL OF ORAL AND
MAXILLOFACIAL SURGERY

10.

11.

12.

ORAL SURG ORAL MED ORAL
PATHOL ORAL RADIOL

JOURNAL OF CRANIO-
MAXILLOFACIAL SURGERY

BRITISH JOURNAL OF ORAL &
MAXILLOFACIAL SURGERY

Journal

in three major oral and maxillofacial surgery journals. Int J Oral
Maxillofac Surg 50(6):843-849

CEBM develops, promotes and disseminates better evidence for
healthcare [https://www.cebm.net/category/open-evidence-reviews/]
McColl A, Smith H, White P, Field J (1998) General practitioner’s
perceptions of the route to evidence based medicine: a ques-
tionnaire survey. BMJ 316(7128):361-365

Porfirio G, Pacheco RL, Parra MT, Latorraca CDOC, Martimbi-
anco ALC, Pachito DV, Riera R (2018) Why do Cochrane Reviews
have fewer citations than systematic reviews from journals with
high impact factors? Abstracts of the 25th Cochrane Colloquium,
Edinburgh, UK. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews (9
Suppl 1). https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD201801

Sellars S (2020) How evidence-based is dentistry anyway? From
evidence-based dentistry to evidence-based practice. Br Dent J
229(1):12-14

Pritchard A (1969) Statistical bibliography or bibliometrics.
Journal of documentation 25(4):348-349

Tahim A, Patel K, Bridle C, Holmes S (2016) The 100 most
cited articles in facial trauma: a bibliometric analysis. J Oral
Maxillofac Surg 74(11):2240 e2241-2240 e2214

Hassona Y, Qutachi T (2019) A bibliometric analysis of the
most cited articles about squamous cell carcinoma of the mouth,
lips, and oropharynx. Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral
Radiol 128(1):25-32 e26

Aslam-Pervez N, Lubek JE (2018) Most cited publications in
oral and maxillofacial surgery: a bibliometric analysis. Oral
Maxillofac Surg 22(1):25-37

Hoang DT, Kaur J, Menczer F (2010) Crowdsourcing scholarly
data

Mogull SA: Accuracy of cited "facts" in medical research arti-
cles: a review of study methodology and recalculation of quota-
tion error rate. PLoS One 2017, 12(9):e0184727.

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10006-021-00981-9
https://www.cebm.net/category/open-evidence-reviews/
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD201801

356

Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery (2022) 26:343-356

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Feng L-F, Yan P-J, Chu X-J, Zhang N, Li J-Y, LiJ-W, Guo K-L,
Lu C-C, Li M-X, Guo T-K (2020) A scientometric study of the
top 100 most-cited publications based on Web of Science of
robotic surgery versus laparoscopic surgery. Asian Journal of
Surgery 44(2):440-451

Moraschini V, Poubel LA, Ferreira VF, Barboza Edos S (2015)
Evaluation of survival and success rates of dental implants
reported in longitudinal studies with a follow-up period of at
least 10 years: a systematic review. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg
44(3):377-388

Lee JJ, Rouhfar L, Beirne OR (2000) Survival of hydroxyapa-
tite-coated implants: a meta-analytic review. J Oral Maxil-
lofac Surg 58(12):1372-1379

Starch-Jensen T, Aludden H, Hallman M, Dahlin C, Christensen
AE, Mordenfeld A (2018) A systematic review and meta-analysis
of long-term studies (five or more years) assessing maxillary sinus
floor augmentation. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg 47(1):103-116
Heldwein FL, Rhoden EL, Morgentaler A (2010) Classics of urol-
ogy: a half century history of the most frequently cited articles
(1955-2009). Urology 75(6):1261-1268

Schaer P (2013) Applied informetrics for digital libraries: an over-
view of foundations, problems and current approaches. Historical
Social Research/Historische Sozialforschung 38(3):267-281
Sengupta N, Sarode SC, Sarode GS, Gadbail AR, Gondivkar S,
Patil S, Patil S (2020) Analysis of 100 most cited articles on foren-
sic odontology. Saudi Dent J 32(7):321-329

Dmytriw AA, Hui N, Singh T, Nguyen D, Omid-Fard N, Phan K,
Kapadia A (2020) Bibliometric evaluation of systematic review
and meta analyses published in the top 5 “high-impact” radiology
journals. Clin Imaging 71:52-62

Lai P, Liu YH, Xue JH, He PC, Qiu YQ (2017) The 100 most-
cited articles on aortic dissection. BMC Cardiovasc Disord
17(1):30

Milinkovic I, Cordaro L (2014) Are there specific indications for
the different alveolar bone augmentation procedures for implant

@ Springer

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

placement? A systematic review. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg
43(5):606-625

Elani HW, Starr JR, Da Silva JD, Gallucci GO (2018) Trends in
dental implant use in the U. S., 1999-2016, and projections to
2026.J Dent Res 97(13):1424-1430

Royle P, Kandala NB, Barnard K, Waugh N (2013) Bibliometrics
of systematic reviews: analysis of citation rates and journal impact
factors. Syst Rev 2:74

Gondivkar SM, Sarode SC, Gadbail AR, Gondivkar RS, Choud-
hary N, Patil S (2018) Citation classics in cone beam computed
tomography: the 100 top-cited articles. Int J Dent 2018:9423281
Gondivkar SM, Sarode SC, Gadbail AR, Gondivkar RS, Chole R,
Sarode GS (2018) Bibliometric analysis of 100 most cited articles
on oral submucous fibrosis. J Oral Pathol Med 47(8):781-787
Nabil S, Samman N (2011) Incidence and prevention of osteora-
dionecrosis after dental extraction in irradiated patients: a system-
atic review. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg 40(3):229-243

Nabil S, Samman N (2012) Risk factors for osteoradionecrosis
after head and neck radiation: a systematic review. Oral Surg Oral
Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol 113(1):54-69

Fliefel R, Troltzsch M, Kiihnisch J, Ehrenfeld M, Otto S (2015)
Treatment strategies and outcomes of bisphosphonate-related oste-
onecrosis of the jaw (BRONJ) with characterization of patients: a
systematic review. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg 44(5):568-585
Pena-Cristobal M, Diniz-Freitas M, Monteiro L, Diz Dios P, War-
nakulasuriya S (2018) The 100 most cited articles on oral cancer.
J Oral Pathol Med 47(4):333-344

Eom YH, Fortunato S (2011) Characterizing and modeling cita-
tion dynamics. PLoS One 6(9):e24926

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.



	Top 100 cited systematic reviews and meta-analyses in the major journals of oral and maxillofacial surgery: a bibliometric analysis
	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	References


