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Dear Editor,
I am writing regarding the systematic review published by

Lee MGY and colleagues entitled “Determining expected re-
search skills of medical students on graduation: a systematic
review” [1]. Although the authors used two well-known data-
bases (MEDLINE and ERIC) to retrieve articles related to
medical student research programs, the potential to have omit-
ted relevant publications cannot be ruled out, as the authors
stated in the limitations section of their publication. In fact, a
relevant publication covering this important topic has been
omitted, published in 2016 in Medical Science Educator [2],
which would have provided evidence from the faculty/super-
visors’ point of view combined with quantitative metrics and
embedded in a mixed-methods approach. Unlike the studies
listed in Table 3 under “Faculty-reported” label which repre-
sented 7.3% (3/41) of the final study sample analyzed [3–5],
Solano de la Sala and colleagues reported outcome data re-
garding seven research core competencies (project under-
standing, technical skills, attention to details, analytical abili-
ty, critical ability, communication, and professionalism) and
required to carry out a project from study design to dissemi-
nation of results and not only the perception of the benefits/
drawbacks of a research program or experience [2]. Thus, to
evaluate these core competencies, the authors used a well-
validated form designed by the Kansas City University of
Medicine and Biosciences, which was applied in a South
American Medical School, in which research curriculum
was arranged with mandatory coursework and project-based
program (Thesis). It would have been useful if Dr. Lee and
colleagues had added to their research strategy other databases
such as Scopus and Google Scholar. For instance, it is report-
ed that Scopus covers even more journals than Web of

Science and PubMed [6]. In doing that, the potential of evi-
dence selection bias from missed studies would have been
avoided or at least decreased substantially [7] and ultimately
would have provided more robust results.
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