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The methods developed by Luo et al. 17 and Wan et al. 15 are the best-performing
formula-based methods for estimating the sample mean and standard deviation

respectively.
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We also consider the methods more recently developed by Luo et al. (2016). Under

the assumption that the outcome variable is normally distributed, the methods of
Luo et al. (2016) optimize the sample mean estimators recommended by Wan et al.

(2014).

The method given by the Tiejun Tong group was used to calculate the closest
approximation of mean and standard deviation (SD) from median and interquartile

range (IQR) 22,23.

Therefore, the proposed equation appears to be capable of providing a more
accurate estimation of the sample mean regardless of the distribution.18
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formula-based methods that are derived from the assumption
that the outcome variable is normally distributed. )
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Citation Analysis of the Article "Optimally Estimating the Sample Mean" by

Tiejun Tong's Team

[Abstract] With the development of open access and text mining techniques, citation content analysis has become an

emerging content-based analysis method in recent years. Citation content is rich in information about peer recognition,

comparison, use and questioning of papers, and it is better than citation counts for analysing and judging the scientific

contribution and actual impact of papers. This paper uses the CiteOpinion citation content evidence-based analysis

tool, combined with manual interpretation, to analyze the innovation and academic impact of a paper on "Optimally

estimating the sample mean from the sample size, median, mid-range, and/or mid-quartile range" published by Tiejun

Tong's team in 2018 based on the citation content. The results concluded that the paper was recognised by scholars in

the same field and had a significant impact in medical meta-analysis.

[Keywords] citation content analysis, citation sentence, CiteOpinion, innovation and academic impact analysis
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