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This study examines the past and current status of scientific research
methods and topics used in Turkology. The study’s data were sourced from
Scopus, a database of prestigious journals and periodicals in the field of social
sciences, and the sample of the study consists of studies conducted in the field
of Turkology until 2024.
‘Turkic,” ‘Turkology,” ‘Turcology,” ‘Turcological,” and ‘Turkish studies’ were
searched together with the keywords ‘Quantitative’ and ‘Qualitative.” As a
result of this search, 413 studies were accessed. To reach a wider sample and
to provide a general picture of qualified Turkology studies through the Scopus
database, the studies in which the keywords ‘Turkish Language’ ‘Turkic’ and
‘Turkology’ were used in the article title, abstract, and keyword were also
included in the study. Since the subject area and keyword range are more
general, 3,284 studies were reached within the scope of this review. The
bibliometric analysis method was used to obtain up-to-date and quantitative
data on the studies conducted in the field, and Voswiever and RStudio programs
were used. The findings indicate that the significance attributed to scientific
research methods in Turkology has continued to increase in recent years.

In this context, the keywords ‘Turkish language,’
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Introduction

Turkological studies encompass a diverse range of research methods aimed at understanding
the various aspects of Turkic languages, cultures, and histories. Scholars in the field of
Turkology employ a range of methodologies, including historical-chronological and historical-
genetic approaches, to examine the evolution of Turkey’s security strategies (Davydov, 2023:
65). Linguistic Turkology involves research on modalities, where despite deep investigations,
a consensus on key issues is lacking (Choibekova, 2021:284). Comparative studies within
Turkology, focusing on Turkish languages like Kazakh, Turkish, and Uzbek, sometimes lack
a unified methodological approach, particularly in phonetic structure analyses (Baituova,
2016: 95). Additionally, the study of mythonyms in Turkic cultures involves systematic
reviews and the development of unique scientific research methods (Gilazova, 2023: 3840).
Turkological studies employ a range of research methods, including induction, deduction,
system analysis, and empirical methods (Ordabekova et al. 2021: 154). These studies often
focus on the impact of Turkic-speaking states on the history, culture, and daily life of various
countries, such as the Czech Republic, Slovakia, and Hungary (Gambar, 2022: 159).

However, it is possible to say that scientific research methods have started to be emphasised
in recent years in Turkology. For example, Shalgynbai et al. in his study addressed the issue
of censorship of books with Muslim spiritual content published in Kazakh in the 19th and
early 20th centuries and used the comparative qualitative research method in this study
(Shalgynbai et al. 2019: 263). Rezanova and Korshunova conducted a lexical and stylistic
comparison of speakers of Khakass and Tatar languages in the south of Western Siberia and
obtained quantitative data using the statistical analysis method (Rezanova and Korshunova,
2022: 270). In another methodological study in the field of Turkology, the origins of words
in Mongolian, Tungus and Turkic languages were examined phylogenetically and the results
were thematised qualitatively (Marc et al. 2023: 298). The study, which was conducted to
determine the existing tourism potential in the Turkic world and to emphasise the importance
of cooperation in the field of tourism, employs a case study as one of the qualitative research
designs in a sample consisting of Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Cyprus, Turkey and
Uzbekistan. The research method is considered as an interdisciplinary study that draws upon
insights from both the field of tourism and Turkology. (Tuna et al. 2022: 145).

The field has also evolved from a Eurocentric view to a more comprehensive understanding
of Turkic culture (Kalahanova, 2020: 17). Furthermore, research on Turkisms in the Romanian
language has been conducted, with a focus on identifying, classifying, analyzing, and
reclaiming these linguistic elements (Yiicel, 2020: 116). Turkological research institutes, like
the one at Akhmet Yasawi University, emphasize the importance of Turkology for academic
purposes and the broader Turkic world (Bayram, 2022: 14). Additonally, Turkologists in
Kazakhstan engage in interdisciplinary projects to study the historical and cultural heritage
of the Turkic civilization, highlighting international collaboration in this field (Sovetovna &
Aleksandrovna, 2020: 113). The French school of Turkology prioritizes analyzing documents

197



*B. Soger, Z. Sakhi Turkic Studies Journal 3 (2024) 196-218

and sources over engaging in theoretical debates, contrasting with approaches in the Anglo-
Saxon world (Cicek, 2023: 2). The field of Turkology benefits from mixed-method research
paradigms, which offer methodological pluralism and superior research outcomes compared
to monomethod approaches (Johnson & Onwuegbuzie, 2004: 237). Mixed methods have been
applied in various fields, including health services research and primary care, demonstrating
their potential for rigorous investigations (Creswell, 2004: 9; O’Cathain et al., 2007: 8).

Overall, Turkological studies employ a combination of historical, linguistic, comparative,
and interdisciplinary research methods to deepen our understanding of Turkic languages,
cultures, and histories. This article aims to provide a comprehensive overview of research
methods used in Turkological studies and highlight the field’s interdisciplinary nature and
methodological diversity. The study aims to reveal the breadth and depth of Turkological
research by meta-analyzing the studies conducted in the field of Turkology, especially in the
last 30 years, and providing examples of existing studies. Thus, by presenting a comprehensive
review of Turkological studies, an important contribution will be made to understanding
Turkological research’s current state and future directions. An important resource will be
created for academics and students.

Research background

The conceptual framework of this study consists of qualitative and quantitative scientific
research methods, and researchers have difficulty finding a common approach and criteria for
Turkological research. Therefore, the analysis of Turkology studies (1e Turkic Studies sm?) in
the Scopus database focused on qualitative and quantitative research methods. In this context,
the study’s main research question was whether Turkologists emphasize qualitative and
quantitative research methods. The bibliometric analysis approach has provided the conceptual
framework of the study in order to analyze the research in such a broad field accurately.

Qualitative and quantitative research methods are fundamental approaches in academic
research. Qualitative research focuses on generating hypotheses and theories, emphasizing
understanding and interpretation of phenomena rather than statistical measurement Ponterotto
(2002: 398). It involves methods such as interviews, observations, and content analysis to
explore complex social phenomena. On the other hand, quantitative research involves the
collection, analysis, and interpretation of numerical data to test hypotheses and quantify
variables (Williams, 2011). It employs statistical tools and methods to draw conclusions based
on numerical data (DeCoster & Lichtenstein, 2007: 230). Qualitative methods are often used
in disciplines like sociology and anthropology to delve into the subjective experiences and
perceptions of individuals or communities (McCusker & Giinaydin, 2014: 540). They are
valuable for exploring how people interpret and make sense of their world (Tarin, 2017). In
contrast, quantitative methods are commonly employed in fields like economics and medicine
to measure and analyze numerical data to identify patterns and relationships (Balog, 2020:
280).
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Mixed methods research, which integrates qualitative and quantitative approaches, has
gained prominence in recent years (Johnson & Onwuegbuzie, 2004: 19). This approach allows
researchers to combine the strengths of both methods, providing a more comprehensive
understanding of research questions (Jervis & Drake, 2014: 235). Mixed methods research
involves integrating qualitative and quantitative research questions, methods, data collection
techniques, and analysis to enhance the depth and breadth of understanding (Pluye &
Hong, 2014: 34). In conclusion, qualitative research methods focus on understanding and
interpretation, while quantitative research methods emphasize measurement and statistical
analysis. Both approaches play crucial roles in academic research, with mixed methods
research offering a comprehensive and integrated way to address research questions. In this
context, this study aims to have an idea about the tendencies of the researchers through the
research methods generally preferred in the studies conducted in the field of Turkology.

Materials and research methods

In this study, document analysis, one of the qualitative data collection methods, and
content analysis, one of the qualitative data analysis types, were used. Document analysis in
qualitative research methods involves a systematic examination and interpretation of written
documents to extract meaningful insights and understanding related to a particular research
topic. This method allows researchers to analyze the content of various types of documents,
such as texts, reports, policies, historical records, or any written material that can provide
valuable information for the study Eken & Aydin (2022: 68; Sak et al.,2021: 230). Researchers
conducting document analysis meticulously review and scrutinize the content of documents
to identify patterns, topics, and relationships within the data. By closely examining the text,
researchers can gain a deeper understanding of the context, perspectives, and underlying
meanings embedded in the documents (Bowen, 2009: 30; Kurd, 2023: 51). This method
enables researchers to extract valuable data, identify key information, and draw conclusions
based on the content of the documents (Ozbal, 2023; Durukan et al., 2022: 520).

Document analysis is particularly useful in qualitative case studies, where researchers
aim to provide rich descriptions and detailed insights into a specific phenomenon, event,
organization, or program (Celikpazu & Atalay, 2021: 843). It complements other qualitative
research methods such as interviews, observations, and surveys by offering a unique
perspective derived from existing written sources (Halitoglu, 2021: 300). Additionally,
document analysis can be integrated into mixed-method studies, combining qualitative and
quantitative research techniques to provide a comprehensive understanding of the research
topic. Overall, document analysis is a valuable qualitative research method that allows
researchers to explore, interpret, and analyze written materials to uncover valuable insights,
patterns, and meanings relevant to their research inquiries. By systematically examining
documents, researchers can enrich their studies with in-depth information and nuanced
perspectives derived from textual sources.
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In addition, the bibliometric analysis method was used to interpret the study’s findings
and contribute to the Turkology literature. Unlike a systematic literature review, bibliometric
analysis is an analytical method used to obtain formal and quantitative data on a field’s
current status. It facilitates the monitoring of academic trends through visualization
software. The ultimate goal of the bibliometric approach is to obtain quantitative data
and numerical measurement indicators about research performance. Interpretations based
on these metrics should be inspired by researchers’ experience and knowledge of the field.
Through bibliometrics, quantitative findings are obtained on country, author, university, and
journal productivity, weak and robust research areas, literature gaps, collaboration networks,
potential opportunities, and the widespread impact of outputs produced in a field. Despite
all the limitations of bibliometrics, which can be used as a preliminary step of a systematic
literature review, the fact that it can be used as a preliminary step of any research is among
the factors that explain the widespread interest in this method today. In this study, Voswiever
and RStudio programs were preferred to analyze the data in the Scopus database quantitatively
and qualitatively, to perform thematic analysis in terms of content, especially keyword usage
frequency and citation analysis, and to visualize and present the obtained data to readers and
researchers in an understandable way.

Analysis

Scopus database, a database of prestigious journals and periodicals in the field of social
sciences, was selected to determine the studies to be examined within the scope of the study.
The Scopus database is a comprehensive abstract and citation database of peer-reviewed
literature, including scientific journals, books, and conference proceedings. Developed by
Elsevier, Scopus covers publications from 1788 to the present day, offering a vast collection
of scholarly resources (Garrido-Cardenas et al., 2023). Scopus is known for its extensive
coverage, indexing nearly 22,000 registered journals, making it one of the largest databases
of scientific publications (Duarte et al., 2017: 264). It provides researchers with access to a
wide range of disciplines, including medicine, social sciences, engineering, and more (Mesa-
Valle et al., 2020).

Researchers often rely on the Scopus database for bibliometric analyses, systematic reviews,
and meta-analyses due to its comprehensive coverage and indexing of reputable journals
(Sweileh, 2019). Scopus is considered a valuable tool for conducting literature reviews, as it
offers a statistically representative sample size of publications relevant to various research
topics (Garrido-Cardenas et al., 2023: 373). Moreover, Scopus is frequently used in disciplines
such as medicine, social sciences, and environmental research to access a broad spectrum of
scholarly literature (Lépez-Illescas et al., 2008: 250; Hodge & Turner, 2022: 341). To see
the distribution of qualified studies in the Scopus database, different keywords and research
areas can be obtained by limiting them according to the desired subject area. However, to
make a detailed Scopus search, it is necessary to have an institutional Elsevier account, and
this is possible only if the affiliated institution is accredited to Elsevier.

200



*B. Soger, Z. Sakhi Turkic Studies Journal 3 (2024) 196-218

Results

In this study, the subject area was limited to the field of ‘Social Sciences’ in order to
make a general profile of the studies in the field of Turkology in the Scopus database. In
this context, the keywords ‘Turkish language,” ‘Turkic,” “Turkology,” ‘Turcology,” ‘Turcology,’
‘Turcological,” and ‘Turkish studies’ were searched by limiting the search fields and together
with the keywords ‘Quantitative’ and ‘Qualitative.” The data obtained are shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Studies conducted with selected keywords between 1854 and 2024

Keywords Search Area Method Number of Studies
Turkish Language Title, Abstract, Qualitative 118
Keywords L
Quantitative 54
Turkic Title, Abstract, Qualitative 27
Keywords L
Quantitative 28
Turkology All Fields Qualitative 28
Quantitative 22
Turcology All Fields Qualitative 7
Quantitative 9
Turcological All Fields Qualitative 2
Quantitative 4
Turkic Studies Title, Abstract, Qualitative 54
Keywords 60

A total of 413 studies were identified as a result of the search in the Scopus database, with
the keywords of subject headings and method headings determined within the framework of
the topic of Turkology. Looking at the table, qualitative research methods are mostly used in
the ‘Turkish language’ theme. In addition, the subject area where qualitative and quantitative
research methods are preferred in close numbers is included in the keywords ‘Turkic studies.’
Regrettably, the field of Turkology often overlooks the significance of research methods,
a gap that our study aims to address. To reach a wider sample and to provide a general
picture of qualified Turkology studies through the Scopus database, the studies in which the
keywords ‘Turkish language’ ‘Turkic’ and ‘Turkology’ are used in the article title, abstract, and
keywords were also examined. Since the subject area and keyword range are more general,
3,284 studies were reached within the scope of this review. The distribution of the studies
according to years is shown in figure 1.
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Figure 1. Distribution of studies by year
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Looking at the distribution of Turkology studies over the years, there was a significant
increase, especially after 1990, and this increase has started a severe decline since 2019. The
fact that this decline occurred when the COVID-19 pandemic affected the world may lead us
to think that the decrease seen may be due to the pandemic. The distribution of the studies
according to the sources is shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2. The distribution of the studies according to the sources
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Looking at the sources of qualified research in the field of Turkology and the number of
publications of these sources according to years, it is seen that the journal ‘Milli Folklor’
progressed steadily and reached the highest number of publications in 2023. In addition,
unlike Milli Folklor and Bilig, Turkbilig’s journal has increased in the number of publications
since 2023. The distribution of the studies according to authors is shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3. The distribution of the studies according to authors
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When we look at the distribution of the authors who prepared qualified publications and
received the most citations, Lars Johanson ranks first in the field of Turkology. Erhan Aydin
is the only Turkish author in the top 10. The distribution of the studies according to the
institutions is shown in Figure 4.

Figure 4. The distribution of the studies according to the institutions
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Looking at the table, the Russian Academy of Sciences is the leading institution publishing
qualified publications in Turkology. In addition, Gazi University and Hacettepe University
from Turkey were included in the list. Al Farabi Kazakh National University and L. N.
Gumilyov Eurasian National University from Kazakhstan also have more than 50 publications
in Scopus. The distribution of studies according to countries is given in Figure 5.

Figure 5. The distribution of studies according to countries
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When we look at the countries where the most studies in the field of Turkology are carried
out, it is seen that Turkey ranks first with more than 1000 publications. Russia, which comes
right after it, shows a strong tradition of Turkological research. It is also noteworthy that
Kazakhstan is the only country on the list among the Central Asian Turkic Republics. Another
significant development is the presence of qualified studies in Turkology in countries such as
the United States of America, the United Kingdom, Poland, Hungary, and France, which is a
promising development for the future of Turkology scientific activities. The distribution of
the studies in the Scopus database according to their types is shown in Figure 6.

Figure 6. The distribution of the studies in the Scopus database according to their types
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A review of the general distribution of studies in the field of Turkology reveals that the
majority of researchers engage primarily in the article genre. The prevalence of articles,
representing 76.9% of all studies, indicates the significant emphasis placed by authors on
original research in the discipline of Turkology. Furthermore, the number of book reviews
and book chapters is considerably lower than that of articles.

In this part of the study, the authors who publish in Turkology and whose works are found
in the Scopus database are evaluated using bibliometric analysis. For this purpose, the co-
publication analysis of the authors with the most relationship between them was carried out
with the VOSviewer program (Figure 7.)

Figure 7. Bibliometric analysis of the most related authors (Co-Publication)
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In this section, where the relationship between 4525 authors who have at least one work
in the field of Turkology is analyzed, it is seen that the author with the highest number of co-
authored works is Russian linguist Anna Dybo, who has a total of 15 works, ranks first as the
author with the most co-authored articles and influence (40). Lars Johanson (18), who has
the highest number of papers, usually publishes his papers without co-authorship, resulting
in a low total link strength (14).
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One of the most essential data of bibliometric analysis studies is the co-occurrence rates
of keywords. The keywords used by researchers in their studies are significant regarding the
visibility and recognition of their studies and themselves. For this reason, researchers can
determine the keywords they will use in their studies with the help of bibliometric analysis.
According to Scopus, the co-occurrence rates of keywords in Turkology are shown in Figure 8

Figure 8. Keyword co-occurrence rates (keyword analysis)
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When we look at the usage rates of the keywords preferred in Turkology studies, Table 2
shows the first ten quantitatively most common keywords.
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Table 2. Rates of key words appearing together
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Keywords Occurences Total Link Strength
Turkic Languages 176 456
Turkey 109 526
Turkish Language 92 206
Turkish 79 162
Etymology 72 190
Central Asia 71 290
Turkic 69 227
Language 61 398
Archaeology 53 138
Semantics 51 175

When the findings are examined, it is seen that the keywords most frequently used in
Turkology studies and have the highest impact power are clustered as ‘Turkic languages,’
‘Turkey,” ‘Turkish Language,” ‘Turkish,” and ‘Etymology.’ This situation provides information
about the general distribution of the words preferred by Turkology researchers in their
studies, as well as the visibility of the studies and the words that researchers should consider
in the literature review. Using keywords is crucial for the accessibility of both the author and
the research.

Figure 9 shows the relationship between the most frequently used keywords in Turkology

studies, the authors with the highest number of publications, and the most frequently used
words in their titles.
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Figure 9: Author - study title and keyword triad relationship
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This table gives a general idea about which words and authors new researchers should
focus on in their literature review. Between 2000 and 2024, the keywords most preferred by
the authors in their research are shown in Figure 10.
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Figure 10. Trending topics in Turkological research.
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This table provides information about the ‘trending topics’ in Turkological studies. Thus,
it can be seen which studies have been popular in recent years. Looking at the figure, there
is a tendency towards the keywords ‘Turkic languages, ’ ‘Turkish languages,” and ‘Turkic.’
However, it is also seen that the tendency towards the concepts of ‘Language Policy’ and
‘Modality’ has increased. Another noteworthy keyword is that ‘Archaeology’ studies have
started taking place in the Turkology field. This situation shows that the relations between
Turkology and Archaeology have increased recently.

One of the most important data sources providing information about the general trend of
Turkological research in recent years is thematic maps. The horizontal axis of the thematic
map in Figure 11 shows the degree of centrality, while the vertical axis shows the intensity
of the authors’ use of keywords.
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Figure 11. Thematic representation of keywords used by Turkology researchers

education
literature

central asia
culture
folklore

turkish language education
reading

etymology
tuvan language

L, | S

validity

(i)ensity)

turkish
turkic
semantics
turkey
china
xinjiang

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
1 turkic languages
|
I
|
|
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

1
archagology
alfai
early middle ages
turkish language 1
attitude
turkology

Relevance degree
(Centrality)

The keywords near the center of the thematic map show the most preferred topics in
Turkology studies. The words in the upper part show the preferability in terms of density.
When we look at the map, we see that the topics of ‘Turkish’ Turkic’ ‘Semantics’ are preferred
as frequent, primary, and intense topics in the field of Turkology. The topics of ‘Archaeology,’
‘Altai,” and ‘Early Middle Ages’ are the areas that Turkology researchers generally tend to
focus on. In the upper right section, the topics of ‘Central Asia,’ ‘Culture,” and ‘Folklore’ are the
leading topics in Turkological studies in recent years. The topics ‘Turkish language,’ ‘Attitude,’
and ‘Turkology’ in the lower left section show the topics that will likely be preferred soon.
The topics of ‘Education,” ‘Literature,” ‘“Turkish language education,’” ‘Reading,” ‘Reliability,’
and ‘Validity’ in the upper left and middle sections show the ‘niche’ concept areas rising in
Turkology. Although these concepts have not been studied much, they may be among the
popular topics of Turkology in the future. In short, the right part of this thematic map shows
the areas that Turkology researchers should know and examine, while the topics on the left
side show the areas that may be popular in the future and are currently lacking. The topics in
the left section especially provide information about the necessity of using scientific research
methods in Turkological research.
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Conclusion and recommendations

In this study, which examines the general situation of Turkology studies in the Scopus
database, which includes qualified academic products, firstly, the general tendency of the
studies in terms of methodology was examined by limiting the search fields with the keywords
‘Turkish language,” ‘Turkic,” “Turkology,” ‘Turcology,” ‘Turcological’ and ‘Turkish Studies’ and
by using the keywords ‘Quantitative’ and ‘Qualitative.” Qualitative and quantitative research
methods were emphasized in 413 studies, such as articles, books, and book chapters in Social
Sciences. Of these studies, 236 (57%) were prepared using qualitative research methods, and
177 (43%) were prepared using quantitative research methods. In the studies, document
review - content analysis from qualitative research data collection, analysis types, and
descriptive models from quantitative research methods were preferred.

A review of 3,284 studies revealed a notable increase in Turkology studies since 2004.
However, the number of Turkology studies published in the Scopus database has declined
since 2019. It has been observed that authors who publish qualified publications in the field
of Turkology tend to favour journals such as Bilig, Milli Egitim and Mili Folklor. The analysis
indicates that Lars Johanson, Anna Dybo and Z. Rezanova are the most prolific authors of
high-quality publications in the field of Turkology. The majority of the high-quality Turkology
publications in the Scopus database were produced by researchers affiliated with the Russian
Academy of Sciences, Kazan Federal University and Hacettepe University. Additionally,
Turkey, the Russian Federation and Kazakhstan are among the countries that contribute the
most to the production of high-quality Turkology articles.

A bibliometric analysis of the data reveals that Anna Dybo has a high impact power among
authors publishing in the journals in the Scopus database, largely due to her co-authored
publications. However, the keywords «Turkic Languages,» «Turkey,» and «Turkish Language»
are preferred by researchers in the field of Turkology. Among the keywords most frequently
used by authors publishing qualified publications in the field of Turkology, it was found that
keywords such as ‘Turkic languages’, ‘Turkish’, ‘Central Asia’ were also included. A review of
the ‘trending topics’ in the field of Turkology revealed that topics such as ‘Etymology’, ‘Turkic’,
‘Turkish language Education’, ‘Language Contact’ are particularly popular. Conversely, an
analysis of the thematic education of qualified Turkological studies reveals that the following
topics are of particular interest: Central Asia, Culture, Folklore, Turkic languages, Etymology,
and Tuvan language. As with the popularity of keywords, the fields of Turkish, Turkic,
and Semantics represent the foundation of the field of Turkology. Furthermore, the topics
of ‘validity’ and ‘reliability’, ‘Turkish language education’ and ‘literature’ are among the
increasingly prominent areas of study within the field of Turkology.

There is no consensus or criteria regarding scientific research methods in Turkology
research. Primarily, to obtain qualified publications, the researcher must pay attention to
scientific research methods. A researcher should know which research method he/she should
use before starting his/her study and evaluate whether the research method he/she has
determined is suitable for the available document or data. In addition, bibliometric analysis
studies should be given importance to learn the current situation in Turkology studies and
to make detailed analyses. The preparation of Turkological studies with correct scientific
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research methods increases their quality. For this purpose, raising awareness of those who
study and teach Turkology about scientific research methods is necessary. Especially in the
Turkish language and literature departments, theoretical and practical training in qualitative,
quantitative, and mixed research methods from undergraduate to graduate level will contribute
to the emergence of qualified and original studies. However, researchers who aim to work in
the field of Turkology should consider the recently preferred topics and have high visibility
and readability. When the findings are examined, it is seen that keywords and concept areas
such as ‘Turkic,” Turkic languages, ‘Turkology,” and ‘Central Asia’ are frequently preferred
in Turkology. This situation gives an idea about the term preference in Turkology studies.
In addition, the appearance of concepts such as ‘reliability’ and ‘validity’ gives promising
information about the consideration of validity and reliability criteria in Turkological studies.
As a result, researchers who work or will work in the field of Turkology should consider
various parameters, from the keywords used to the number of author citations, from popular
titles and topics to the preferred research method.
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TypkoJsiorusaa KoJIJaHbLIATBIH 3ePTTEy dAicTepi MeH TaKbIPhINTaAPhIHA IOy

AunoTtaumsa. Bysn 3eprTeynme TypKoJorusAa KOJIAAHBUIATBIH FBUIBIMU 3epTTey JJlicTepi MeH
TaKbIpHIITAPHIHBIH ©TKEeHi MeH Kasipri xarjalibl KapacThlpbIaAbl. 3epTTey[iH HbICaHbl peTiHAe
QJIeyMeTTiK FBUIBIMAD cajachlHAarel Oefdesnai >XypHajigap MeH Mep3iMai OachUIbBIMAApAbIH
aepekTep 6a3acel Scopus ajblHABL. 3epTTey/iH HeriziH 2024 xbUiFa JeliHri TyYpKoJIOoTUsA cajlachbiHAa
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XKYPprisijireH 3eprreyJjep Kypawasl. Byn Typrbifga izpey «Typik Timi», «Typki Tifi», «Typkoiorus»,
«TypKisiK», «TYPKOJIOTHUAIBIK» XoHe «TypKOJIOTUAJIBIK 3epTTeyJjiep» ChIHAB TYHIH ce3/iep OOHBIHINA,
COHJIali-aK, «CaHJbIK» XoHE «camlaJiblK» Herisi OolibiHIIA Xyprizingi. Ockl i3fey HaTmXeciHme 413
3epTrTeyre KoJ XeTki3ijigi. KeHipek yJriHi KaMTy >XoHe Scopus OepeKKOphl apKbLIbl MaHBI3[IbI
TYPKOJIOTUAJIBIK 3€pTTeyJjep TypaJibl XaJlbl TYCiHiK 6epy VIIiH FBUIBIMM XYMBICTApABIH TaKbIPHIObI
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ce3lepiH KoJjaHa OTBHIPHIN 3epTTeyJsep Xyprisiigi. [IoHAik aymak IeH KiaT ce3fep ayKbIMBI JKaJIllbl
OoJIFaHABIKTaH, OCHI IIOJIy aschiHAa 3284 FhUIBIMU XYMBIC TaObUIABL. Cajlaja XyprisijireH sepTTeyJiep
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06301) HucciaenoBaTreJIbCKuX METONOB U TEM, HCIIOJIb3yEMBIX B THOPKOJIOTHYECKHUX
HCCJIeJOBAHUAX

AnHOTanMsa. B ctaTthe paccMaTpuBalOTCA PETPOCHEKTHBHBIE U COBPEMEHHBIE METOJbl U TeMBI
Hay4HBIX MCCJIeJOBAaHMI, HCIIOJIb3yeMble B TIOPKOJIOTUU. OObEKTOM HCCIIeJOBaHUA ABJIAETCA Scopus,
0asza JaHHBIX MeXOyHapOJHBIX MHAEKCHPOBAHHEIX XyPHAJIOB B cdepe COIUOTYMaHUTAPHBIX HayK.
ABTOpHI CcTaTbu [JeJialoT BBIOOPKY TIOPKOJIOTMYECKUX HCCJIeOBAaHUI Ha IPOTSXEHUHN [JINTEeIbHOTO
BpeMeHU, BKJTiouas 2024 rofi. B faHHOM KOHTEKCTe aKTyaIbHBIMU ABJIAIOTCS KJII0ueBbie cjioBa: «Turkish
Language, Turkic, Turkology, Turcological u Turkic Studies» B uX KoJlMueCTBEHHON W KayeCTBEHHOU
obpaboTke. B pesynbpraTe noucka ObIO HaiifieHO 413 ncciaenoBaHuil. UTOOBl pacIipyUTh BEIOOPKY U
[IOJIyuuTh OOllee IpefcTaBjieHre 0 KBaau(UIMpOBaHHBIX TIOPKOJIOTUYECKUX HCCJieJoBaHuAX B Oase
JaHHBIX Scopus, Takxe B 000pOT OBLIN BKJIIOYEHBI CTaThbU, KJIOUEBBIMHU CJIOBAMU KOTOPBIX CTaJIu
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TaKWe CJIOBA, KaK «TyPEIKUI A3BIK», «TIOPKCKUE A3BIKH» U «TIOPKOJIOTHS»; TaKXKe OO0JIbIIOEe BHUMaHUE
yIeJIAIOCh HAa3BaHUIO TEM CTAaTel W UX aHHOTAlusAM. Ha OCHOBAaHWU BBIIMIEM3JIOKEHHOTO B paMKax
JIaHHOTO 0630pa aBTOPHI CTAThU CAeJIaIu aHaIu3 3284 HayYHBIX JAHHBIX.

WcciejoBaHue TaKke IPOBOAUIIOCH HA OCHOBE aHa/IM3a JJOKYMEHTOB, Ha 6a3ze cOOpa KaueCTBEHHbBIX
JIaHHBIX Y KOHTEHT-aHa/IM3a Kak OJHOro u3 3 (eKTUBHBIX BUJIOB KaUYECTBEHHOI'O aHAJIM3a JAHHBIX.
J1J1s1 oIy YeHUs aKTyasIbHBIX U KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX JJAHHBIX MPOBEJIEHHBIX UCCIIE0BAHUI UCIIOIb30BAJICS
MeTo/] GUGIMOMETPUYECKOTO aHaIM3a, NMPUMEHAINCh nporpaMmbl Voswiever u RStudio. CorsacHo
MOJTyYeHHBIM pe3yjIbTaTaM, 3HaueHHe HayYHbIX METO/0B MCCJIEJOBAHUI B TIOPKOJIOTMYECKOI HAayKe B
MOCJIEIHYE TOJIBI IPOJIOJIKAET PACTH.

KirioueBble CJIOBA: TIODKCKUE WCCJIEJOBAHUsA, TIOPKOJIOTHA, METOXBl HCCIeAOBaHUA, 0030p
JINTEPaTYPhl, TIOPKOJIOTMYECKUI, TYPELKUIT A3BIK, THOPKCKUE SA3bIKU.
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