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Yilmaz and Bas recently published a paper in the Indian Journal
of Surgery entitled “An analysis of publications on cervical plex-
us blocks” [1]. Authors mentioned in “Materials and Methods”
section that “This studywas conducted onMarch 10, 2019, using
the WoS software to analyze cervical plexus block publications
included in Science Citation Index Expanded (SCI-E). We
searched all papers in the area of CPBs published between
1975 and March 10, 2019, using the terms ‘cervical plexus
block,’ ‘superficial cervical plexus block,’ ‘intermediate cervical
plexus block,’ ‘deep cervical plexus block,’ ‘regional anesthesia
in cervical plexus block,’ and ‘loco-regional anesthesia in cervi-
cal plexus block’ in the topic search section of the software.”
Search keywords are not appropriate. No document can be
search out by search keywords: “regional anesthesia in cervical
plexus block,” or “loco-regional anesthesia in cervical plexus
block.” When authors used “cervical plexus block,” all others:
“superficial cervical plexus block,” “intermediate cervical plexus
block,” “deep cervical plexus block,” “regional anesthesia in
cervical plexus block,” and “loco-regional anesthesia in cervical
plexus block” are not necessary. However, the authors missed
the search keyword “cervical plexus blocks” in their study.

Yilmaz and Bas also mentioned in “Results” section that
“Overall, 260 papers were published in cervical plexus block
and were included in SCI-E between 1975 and March 10,
2019.” It is impossible to know the total number of publica-
tions in 2019 on March 10, 2019.

Using the terms “cervical plexus block” and “cervical plex-
us blocks” in the topic search section of the Science Citation
Index Expanded (SCI-EXPANDED) from 1975 to 2019 (data
last updated: 15 January 2021) resulted in 279 documents
including 205 articles (73% of the 279 documents). The

SCI-EXPANDED database is mainly used for researchers to
find literature, not for bibliometric research [2]. Therefore, it is
always necessary to perform data processing when using the
SCI-EXPANDED database, rather than directly using the data
in the database. In order to improve the bias of using SCI-
EXPANDED for bibliometric research, Ho’s group proposed
a “front page” (including document title, abstract, and author
keywords) in 2012 [3]. The documents searched out by terms
of KeyWords Plus were irrelevant to the search topic. A big
difference was found in widely bibliometric studies [4–8].
Only 235 documents (84% of 279 documents) contain search
keywords: “cervical plexus block” or “cervical plexus blocks”
in their title, abstract, or author keywords while 44 articles
(16% of 279 documents) were likely to be irrelevant to “cer-
vical plexus blocks.”

Yilmaz and Bas [1] published “An analysis of publications on
cervical plexus blocks” in the Indian Journal of Surgery using
inappropriate methods. This may result in misleading readers of
the journal [9]. From a statistical point of view, it is inappropriate
to use such limited data for bibliometric research. It is inappro-
priate to use such limited data to have a bibliometric study from a
statistical point of view [10]. Research is the way to the truth so
that innovations are important to discover something new or a
new understanding to approach the truth [5]. For researchers,
repeating the same problem again and again without improving
their research is not helpful [10].
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