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An analysis of the scientific research ability of doctors of physical education in 
China from the perspective of the H-index
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Abstract: By basing the data source on the full-text database of CNKI, according to theses published between 2001 

and 2010 by 722 people who had received the degree of Doctor of Physical Education as well as their cited data, from 

the perspective of the H-index, the authors analyzed their individual academic theses as well as their scientific research 

ability during their college years and after they had received the doctor degree, analyzed factors and correlation be-

tween the H-index at different stages and the level of doctor degree theses by utilizing software Spss 17.0. The statistic 

results showed the followings: education at the doctor stage played a big role in promoting the enhancement of scien-

tific research ability; a doctorial student’s H-index increased significantly during his/her college years; the magnitude of 

the H-index basically reflected the quality of doctor degree theses; moreover, the H-index of the doctors showed a sign 

of polarization after graduation, the H-index of nearly 1/4 of the doctors was 0 after they had received the doctor de-

gree, which reflected different purposes and motives for pursuing the doctor degree. Furthermore, the authors also put 

forward specific suggestions for using the H-index to evaluate scientific research ability. 
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 722 23 0 5.96 1.53 5.03 2.37 3.26 
 149 23 0 6.87 2.15 5.69 2.85 3.61 

 197 19 1 5.42 1.28 4.97 2.37 3.06 
 347 23 0 5.93 1.32 5.11 2.28 3.21 

  29 12 2 5.34 1.93 4.05 1.38 3.31 

H H H
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 15 23 12 15.6 7 7 8.7 6.3 
 20 19 10 12.5 3 15 6.4 6 

 35 23 10 13.4 14 19 6.6 7.2 
 3 12 10 11 0 1 4.3 6.3 
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