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Introduction
Pathogens (viruses, bacteria, fungi, parasites, and prions) 
in the environment pose challenges for humans, animals, 
and plants. Disease transmission between animals and 
humans is a concern because human-animal health and 
the ecosystem are closely linked [1]. This tight link has 
given birth to many concepts, such as “One Health” and 
“zoonosis”. Although the concept of “One Health” was 
formally introduced by the WHO in the early 2000s [2], 
some may argue that its principles existed since the earliest 
days of life on Earth. The One Health High-Level Expert 
Panel (OHHLEP) defined One Health as “…an integrated, 
unifying approach that aims to sustainably balance and 
optimize the health of people, animals, and ecosystems. It 
recognizes that the health of humans, domestic and wild 
animals, plants, and the wider environment (including 
ecosystems) are closely linked and interdependent. The 
approach mobilizes multiple sectors, disciplines, and 
communities at various levels of society to work together 
to foster well-being and tackle threats to health and 

ecosystems while addressing the collective need for clean 
water, energy, and air, safe and nutritious food, taking 
action on climate change, and contributing to sustainable 
development” [3].

The zoonosis concept refers to a disease that spreads 
between vertebrate animals and humans, a definition 
established in 1951 by the World Health Organization’s 
Expert Committee on Zoonoses. The term “zoonosis” 
(plural: zoonoses) is composed of two words originating 
from Greek, “zoon” meaning animal and “noson” 
meaning disease. Rudolph Virchow invented this term in 
the late 19th century to define illnesses in humans caused 
by animals [4]. One of the earliest documented outbreaks 
of a zoonotic disease is the plague in Athens in 430 BC. 
This outbreak led to the death of nearly 100.000 people. 
Subsequent pandemics, such as the Justinian plague in 541 
AD and the “Black Death” in 1345, were also caused by 
Yersinia pestis. Another notable zoonotic epidemic termed 
the “American Plague” occurred from 1793 to 1798, 
claiming the lives of approximately 25.000 individuals [5]. 
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Abstract

A bibliometric analysis explored the understanding of the “One Health” and “zoonosis” 
concepts among Turkish researchers and identified existing gaps. The analysis examined 
trends in research on “One Health,” “zoonosis,” and “zoonoses,” focusing on publications 
from Türkiye and globally. Data from Scopus were analyzed using VOSviewer and 
RStudio software. The results showed that research interest in these concepts has grown 
in Türkiye since the 2000s. However, the number of articles from Türkiye remains low 
compared to developed countries. The interdisciplinary nature of “One Health” and 
“zoonosis” research in Türkiye reflects contributions from various academic fields. 
Medical sciences lead in research, followed by immunology and veterinary sciences. 
In Türkiye, “One Health” is predominantly associated with animals, especially felines, 
and zoonotic pathogens such as Toxoplasma, Anthrax, and Echinococcus. It also relates 
to epidemiology, infectious diseases, and antibiotic resistance. Globally, “One Health” 
has a broader perspective, encompassing environmental health, education, veterinary 
medicine, and food safety. Regarding “zoonosis,” Türkiye focuses on pathogens such 
as  Anthrax, Echinococcus,  Brucella,  Leishmania, and Hantavirus. Globally, additional 
pathogens such as  Rickettsia, Taenia solium, and  Giardia  are included. “Zoonosis” is 
also linked to climate change, animal welfare, and vector- and food-borne diseases. 
Despite increased interest, Türkiye’s scientific production remains limited. Emphasis 
on interdisciplinary collaboration and broader conceptual frameworks could enhance 
understanding and research impact.
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Since the onset of the 20th century, numerous zoonotic 
diseases have emerged, posing significant challenges to 
public health worldwide. For the past two decades, there 
has been a renewed acknowledgment of the necessity for 
a holistic approach to this health concern [6]. This led to a 
tripartite FAO-OIE-WHO collaboration in 2010 [7]. Since 
then, the amount of research on “One Health” topics has 
grown worldwide.

Within this scenario, Türkiye’s singular geographic and 
ecological diversity brings forth an appropriate illustration 
of the call for a One Health approach. Türkiye serves as 
a natural bridge between Asia, Africa, and Europe, with 
a subtropical climate.  This positioning gives Türkiye a 
global importance and role in the transmission of emerging 
and re-emerging diseases including zoonotic diseases. In 
addition to its geography, which allows it to benefit from 
diverse climatic conditions with different flora and fauna, 
there are many marshes and sanctuaries for immigrant 
birds in Türkiye, such as the “Sultan Marshes” in the Kayseri 
region in Central Anatolia, the “Manyas Bird Paradise” in 
the Marmara region, the “Kizilirmak Delta” or the “Çernek 
Ringing Station” in Bafra near Samsun in the Black Sea 
region, the “Hevsel Bird Paradise” in Diyarbakir in the 
southeast, and the “Aras Bird Paradise” in the northeast. 
This diversity provides habitats for various arthropod 
vectors throughout the year, giving these sites significant 
epidemiological importance. Türkiye is also a touristic 
country welcoming millions of tourists from all over the 
world each year, and it experiences waves of migrants 
from different countries, who find Türkiye a country of 
passage to Europe. From an epidemiological point of view, 
this migratory flow constitutes one of the pathways for the 
introduction and dissemination of zoonotic diseases.

Indeed, interest in the “One Health” concept has improved 
in Türkiye, reaching a significant milestone with the 
country’s first One Health congress in 2015.  However, 
despite this growing interest, studies evaluating scientific 
knowledge and research output in this field have revealed 
room for improvement [8-10].

We aim to assess the understanding of the concepts 
One Health and zoonosis among professionals in the 
health sector, scientists, and policymakers. Through a 
bibliometric investigation, we compare Türkiye’s expertise 
with global knowledge, identifying both research gaps 
and emerging challenges. The goal is to help researchers 
identify emerging challenges and potential research 
directions in the field of One Health on a global scale.

Material and Methods
Bibliometric analysis enables a quantitative analysis of 
documentary sources in a specific field. A bibliometric 
analysis can highlight key themes, notable developments, 
emerging trends, and gaps in a study, an approach also 

referred to as “scientific mapping.” Thus, performance 
analysis and scientific mapping constitute the two 
fundamental pillars of bibliometric methodology. 

We used the bibliometric approach to analyze the research 
trends for “One Health,” “zoonosis,” and “zoonoses” by the 
number of publications. We used only the bibliographic 
database Scopus for several key reasons. Firstly, it gives 
one of the most comprehensive collections of articles 
covering a wide range of disciplines relevant to the One 
Health and zoonosis framework, including medicine, 
veterinary science, environmental science, and social 
sciences. Secondly, only data collected from Scopus 
allowed us to do the analyses on RStudio and VOSviewer. 
Data collected from other databases were not compatible 
with the software package. Thus, Scopus was chosen for its 
comprehensive citation metrics, multidisciplinary scope, 
and broad coverage across a wide range of academic fields. 
Additionally, it is the preferred platform for bibliometric 
analyses, as most scientific documents and citation data 
used in such studies are indexed in Scopus. 

The search formula in Scopus was set as: (TITLE-ABS-
KEY (“One Health”) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (“one-health”) 
OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (“one health”) OR TITLE-ABS-
KEY (“One health”) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (“zoono*”) 
OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (“Zoono*”)) AND (LIMIT-TO 
(DOCTYPE,  “re”) OR LIMIT-TO (DOCTYPE,  “ar”)) 
AND (LIMIT-TO (AFFILCOUNTRY,  “Turkey”)) for 
Türkiye and (TITLE-ABS-KEY (“One Health”) OR TITLE-
ABS-KEY (“one-health”) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (“one 
health”) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (“One health”) OR TITLE-
ABS-KEY (“zoono*”) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (“Zoono*”)) 
AND (LIMIT-TO (DOCTYPE, “re”) OR LIMIT-TO 
(DOCTYPE, “ar”)) AND (EXCLUDE (AFFILCOUNTRY, 
“Turkey”)) for “Worldwide” situation. For the global 
situation, only Türkiye was excluded, and a total of 67.455 
research and review articles were found. The research was 
limited to articles published up to 2023. Scopus limits the 
export of the bibliometric data to a maximum of 20.000. 

We used the software VOSviewer [11] for author keyword 
maps and R version 4.3.1 (2023-06-16) with the packages 
bibliometrix. The R software was used to generate a 
collaboration map, and Excel tables automatically used 
the function “biblioshiny()” [12] and exported data in 
Excel format. With VOSviewer, a co-occurrence analysis 
was performed with authors’ keywords, with a minimum 
occurrence of five. At this phase, a modification occurred 
in the dataset where “zoonoses” was substituted with 
“zoonosis”.

Results
Number of Publications

A comparison was made by using the combination of three 
concept words: “zoonosis”, “zoonoses”, and “One Health” 
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for Türkiye and the world. The number of published articles 
is important because it shows the level of interest. A total of 
1300 articles have been found, and among them, only 123 
were review articles; the rest were research articles (Table 
1). The oldest article on this topic was published in 1974, 
long before WHO officially recognized the importance of 
the “One Health” concept. Meanwhile, the rise of interest 
among Turkish scientists started in the 2000s (Fig. 1), 
with an increase in the number of publications and the 
number of citations. The number of publications dropped 
in 2014 and 2018 and began to rise again in 2019.  In other 
parts of the world, scientists have been interested in the 
“One Health” concept since World War II and that interest 
continues to grow today (Fig. 1). An analysis of the number 
of published documents per country shows that most of 
the publications have been from developed countries such 
as the USA, UK, China, Brazil, Germany, France, Italy, 
Australia, India, Canada, Spain, Iran, Japan, Netherlands, 
Switzerland, and Belgium. Even though the developed 
countries’ scientific production is far greater than Turkish 
scientific production, many countries have not produced 
as much as Turkish scientists (Fig. 4; countries depicted 
in red signify those with fewer documents relative to 
Türkiye). 

The aforementioned concepts have been referenced across 
diverse academic domains. In Türkiye, they are used 50% 
of the time in medicine while globally the figure is 34%. 
In microbiology and immunology, the concepts have been 
given more importance in the rest of the world, with 21% 
of the publications in this field versus 18% in Türkiye. 
Nevertheless, the concepts are mostly used in medicine, 
immunology, microbiology, veterinary medicine, 
agriculture, and biological science (Fig. 2). In Fig. 3, the 
presentation highlights the preeminent ten authors who 
have demonstrated significant contributions to the field. 
Among the notable contributors to the field, with the 
most publications, are Inci A, Simsek S, Ahmed H, Kilic 
S, Celebi B, Yildirim A, Duzlu O, Pekmezci GZ, Ozkul A, 
and Ertabaklar H (Fig. 3). 

Authors’ Keywords Analysis

A comparative examination of the “One Health” paradigm 
reveals disparities in its conceptualization in Turkey in 
juxtaposition with the global perspective (Fig. 5). The 
associations in Türkiye underscore the confluence of 
the term “One Health” with animals, emphasizing feline 
species and diverse pathogens such as Toxoplasma, 
Borrelia, coronavirus, and various viruses. Fig. 5 suggests 
that in Türkiye the “One Health” theme focuses on 
zoonotic diseases, epidemiology, infectious diseases, 
and antibiotic resistance. An inconsistency becomes 
apparent when examining the worldwide discussion of 
the “One Health” concept. Notable divergences include 
environmental health, education, veterinary medicine, 

Fig 1. Number of publications per year worldwide vs in Türkiye. The 
figure shows how scientific production on “One Health” and “zoonotic” 
topics has evolved over the years

Fig 2. Percentage of publications per subject in Türkiye and worldwide. 
The figure illustrates how scientific production is distributed across 
different subjects

Fig 3. Top 10 authors in Türkiye

Fig 4. Scientific production per country. Scientific production was 
classified according to country, which shows the place that Türkiye holds

Table 1. Numbers and types of documents published in Türkiye

Type of Document Numbers

Article 1177

Review 123

Total 1300



Bibliometric Insights on One Health and Zoonoses in Türkiye Kafkas Univ Vet Fak Derg

food safety, health policy, and climate change. This 
suggests a broader, interdisciplinary orientation on an 
international scale. The pathogenic associations in the 
global context span a wider spectrum, incorporating 
entities such as Cryptosporidium, Blastocystis, Salmonella, 
arboviruses, and bacteria. The Turkish approach prioritizes 
mammalian species, underscoring a focus on them within 
the framework of the “One Health” paradigm. Fig. 6 
provides an in-depth exploration of the interrelations 
inherent in conceptualizing “zoonosis.” Within the Turkish 
context, this conceptual framework is notably entwined 
with various pathogens, including Toxoplasma, Anthrax, 
Fasciola hepatica, Echinococcus, Brucella, Leishmania, and 
Hantavirus. Additionally, there is an associative linkage to 
other pathogens, such as Francisella, Bartonella, Coxiella, 
Crimean Congo virus, and helminths. A global perspective 
unveils parallel associations between the “zoonosis” 
concept and analogous pathogens in Türkiye, albeit with 
nuanced distinctions. These distinctions include “hepatitis 
virus” and pathogens such as Taenia solium, Rickettsia, 
Salmonella, and Giardia, which are conspicuously 

absent in the author-associated keywords from Türkiye. 
Noteworthy is the linkage of the “zoonosis” concept to 
specific animal categories, including rodents, cats, dogs, 
humans, and cattle. Ticks emerge as principal vectors 
associated with zoonotic occurrences. The significance 
of wildlife and pets is underscored, emphasizing their 
substantial roles within the global zoonotic landscape. 
Moreover, the conceptual tapestry of zoonosis extends to 
tightly interconnected themes, including animal welfare, 
climate change, vector-borne and food-borne illnesses, 
and food safety. 

Discussion
We analyzed the concepts of “One Health,” “zoonosis,” and 
“zoonoses” to show the status of research conducted in 
the field by Turkish scientists and a comparative analysis 
with worldwide data by using bibliometric data. The 
quantity of publications serves as a crucial bibliometric 
indicator, providing insight into the level of attention a 
research field commands and its growth trajectory over 
time. The inaugural mentions of One Health in academic 
literature emerged predominantly from institutions 
and organizations in the United States, with subsequent 
contributions originating in Europe. Globally, nearly half 
of all scholarly publications on One Health are attributed to 
research conducted at North American institutions, with 
European institutions contributing approximately one-
third of the total publications [8]. In Türkiye, academicians 
have been interested in this topic in the 2000s, and that 
interest continues to grow [9,10]. Globally, the One Health 
field has witnessed a consistent increase in publications 
in the last two decades, with a surge commencing around 
the 2000s. In terms of scientific production, Türkiye 
surpasses many countries by a significant margin. Most 
African nations, such as Egypt, Nigeria, and Kenya, and 
some European countries such as Romania and Ireland 
have demonstrated less production. 

Academicians from various universities have conducted 
most of the research in Türkiye. The burgeoning global 
acceptance of the One Health framework underscores the 
indispensable role of academia in shaping and structing 
future professionals. The cultivation of a proficient 
global workforce proficient in bridging interdisciplinary 
gaps and fostering collaboration across diverse sectors 
is paramount for the improvement of health outcomes 
[13]. The conceptual understanding and implementation 
processes of the One Health approach in Türkiye are 
progressing more slowly compared to the United States 
and European countries. To ensure parallel progress in 
these processes, it is essential to embrace the One Health 
approach, make prompt political decisions, and allocate 
sufficient financial resources. In Türkiye, a “One Health” 
institute does not yet exist, nor is a curriculum dedicated 

Fig 5. Keywords linked to the “One Health” concept in Türkiye vs 
worldwide. This figure is a word cloud that provides an overview of how 
the concepts are linked to “One Health”, based on authors’ keywords in 
articles. It was realised by VOSviewer software

Fig 6. Authors’ keywords linked to “zoonosis” concept worldwide vs in 
Türkiye. This figure is a word cloud that shows how the concepts are linked 
to “zoonosis”, based on authors, keywords used in articles. It was realised 
by VOSviewer software
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exclusively to it. Its creation could have a significant 
impact on the academic environment. Türkiye’s strategic 
geographic position, the wide diversity of ecosystems, and 
the movement of human and animal populations lead 
to a high prevalence of human-animal interactions, thus 
increasing the risks associated with zoonotic diseases. The 
establishment of a One Health institute would serve as a 
multidisciplinary research hub, support the development 
of public policies in human, animal, and environmental 
health, and foster intersectoral coordination. Disease 
surveillance is a fundamental pillar of this approach; 
such an institute could significantly strengthen national 
capacities to detect and respond to priority diseases. An 
equally essential role would be to ensure the continuing 
training of health professionals and students to ensure a 
competent workforce aware of global health issues. The 
number of national and international multidisciplinary 
research networks focused on zoonotic diseases and the 
One Health paradigm is on the rise [8]. A global map 
delineates academic institutions, organizations, groups, 
and laboratories actively dedicated to advancing the 
concept of One Health. However, the low representation 
of Türkiye on this map raises attention [14]. It would be 
important for Türkiye to join the Global Early Warning 
System (GLEWS), which has national partners to assist in 
primary warning [15].  

The bibliometric analysis highlighted a growing interest 
in One Health, showcasing its potential. However, it 
also brought to light a lack of involvement with the 
environmental sector in Türkiye. Findings suggest 
a necessity for more practical strategies to enhance 
collaboration across sectors and promote knowledge 
sharing. Effective strategies must be supported with 
funding [16]. To achieve a more holistic perspective, it is 
crucial to involve researchers with diverse expertise and 
disciplinary backgrounds. This interdisciplinary approach 
will enable a comprehensive examination of One Health, 
considering the human-animal-environment interface as 
an interconnected and unified entity rather than distinct 
and separate components [17]. 

Authors’ keyword maps revealed various terms associated 
with zoonosis and One Health. Zoonosis consistently 
refers to specific diseases in Türkiye. Despite the World 
Health Organization cataloguing over one hundred 
zoonotic diseases, the significance attributed to these 
diseases varies among countries. In the Mediterranean 
region, zoonoses such as brucellosis, anthrax, and rabies 
are endemic. In Türkiye, the general directorate of public 
health focused on the following diseases: Ebola virus 
disease, tularaemia, brucellosis, anthrax, echinococcosis, 
West Nile disease, hantavirus disease, Crimean Congo 
haemorrhagic fever, rabies, and leishmaniasis [18]. 
However, research has revealed the presence of over thirty 

zoonotic diseases in the country, encompassing viral, 
bacterial, helminthic, protozoan, and fungal categories 
[15,19]. Some are vector-borne zoonotic diseases [17-21], and 
others are food-borne zoonotic diseases [15,22-23]. The 
prioritization of research and surveillance for zoonotic 
diseases differs among countries, depending on their 
epidemiological, economic, and health contexts. Certain 
nations prioritize the surveillance and control of specific 
zoonotic diseases, while others emphasize different ones, 
reflecting diverse public health priorities and contexts. 
In 2022, the European Union (EU) reported Salmonella, 
Campylobacter, and Yersinia as the top three zoonotic 
pathogens along with Shiga toxin-producing Escherichia 
coli and Listeria monocytogenes infections. Among 
vector-borne zoonoses, West Nile disease ranked at the 
top in Europe [24]. Research in the Horn of Africa has 
centered on diseases including hepatitis E, leptospirosis, 
brucellosis, Q fever, Rift Valley fever, trypanosomiasis, 
tuberculosis, toxoplasmosis, anthrax, echinococcosis, 
rabies, and leishmaniasis [25]. In South Africa, the top four 
zoonotic diseases prioritized are tuberculosis, brucellosis, 
Rift Valley fever, and cysticercosis [26]. Research in other 
parts of the continent has concentrated on a wider range 
of diseases, including anthrax, astrovirus, bartonellosis, 
borreliosis, brucellosis, cysticercosis, Escherichia coli 
infections, Ebola virus, echinococcosis, enterocytozoonis, 
Human T-lymphotropic virus (HTLV), influenza A, Lassa 
virus, leishmaniasis, leptospirosis, Marburg virus, Middle 
East Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus (MERS-CoV), 
monkeypox, pentastomiasis, Q fever, rabies, rickettsiosis, 
Rift Valley fever, Simian Immunodeficiency Virus (SIV), 
toxoplasmosis, and tuberculosis [27]. 

Among the concepts associated with “zoonosis” is “animal 
welfare”.  For millennia, human-animal relations have 
played a crucial role in veterinary medicine and overall 
health and welfare. Better animal welfare is linked to less 
diseases [28]. In Türkiye, no studies associating “animal 
welfare” with zoonosis or the concept of One Health 
have been identified thus far, likely due to the recent 
introduction of this concept in veterinary curricula [29]. 
Climate change is also intertwined with the concept of 
zoonosis, as evidenced by the significant role played by 
ecological niche modelling (ENM) in determining the 
distribution of potential vectors responsible for diseases. 
ENM enables scientists to estimate the geographical 
areas where specific vectors are likely to be found. In 
Türkiye, a limited number of studies have explored 
the correlation between “climate change” and zoonotic 
diseases [28-33]. One of the most important concepts linked 
to “zoonosis” and “One Health”, whether for Turkish or 
worldwide, is “Antimicrobial Resistance (AMR)”. Indeed, 
the effectiveness of any therapeutic agent can be hindered 
by the possibility of tolerance or resistance developing 
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over time. Its negative implications extend across social, 
economic, and health domains, impacting individuals, 
animals, and the environment. Thus, AMR became a 
worldwide health concern integrated into the One Health 
approach [34]. Globally, the misuse of antimicrobials in 
veterinary and human medicine has led to a high level of 
AMR. In Türkiye, AMR is a huge concern due to its high 
level [35]. For this reason, the Ministry of Health (MoH) has 
instituted two key antimicrobial stewardship programs. 
The first program is tailored for hospitals, while the 
second program is designed to address antimicrobial 
stewardship in the community [36]. Researchers have been 
involved in this field and have focused more on public 
health pathogens such as Campylobacter [35-37], Salmonella 
[38-41], Staphylococcus [42-46], Pseudomonas [47], and E. coli [48]. 
AMR is one of the most obvious challenges that demands 
a One Health approach. In Türkiye, although research 
on antibiotic resistance has so far focused primarily 
on pathogens of public health interest, it is relevant to 
broaden investigations to domesticated animals, wildlife 
reservoirs, and environmental sources to obtain a more 
integrated and comprehensive view. 

Bridging this gap requires strong advocacy at the 
administrative level. Additionally, there is a need to foster 
a multidisciplinary and interdisciplinary working culture 
across institutions at the central, regional, and local levels 
that aligns with the One Health approach. In this context, 
establishing a One Health institute at universities would be 
a crucial step in implementing the One Health approach 
and cultivating a One Health culture.

Conclusion
In conclusion, a bibliometric analysis of “One Health” 
and “zoonosis” research in Türkiye and globally revealed 
progress in these areas. While the interest and involvement 
of Turkish scientists in One Health research, particularly 
in addressing zoonotic diseases, is increasing, there 
are notable gaps, particularly in environmental aspects 
and interdisciplinary cooperation. The identification of 
various zoonotic diseases underlines the complexity of 
the issue and the need for comprehensive approaches. The 
interweaving of concepts such as animal welfare, climate 
change, and antimicrobial resistance with One Health 
highlights the interdependence of human, animal, and 
environmental health. This aspect deserves attention by 
researchers, decision-makers, politicians, and others. In 
parallel with worldwide developments, Türkiye needs to 
reduce the gaps in the fields of “One Health” and “zoonoses” 
and to carry out management coordination in accordance 
with the One Health approach. It is necessary to encourage 
interdisciplinary collaboration in the context of GLEWS, 
establish One Health institutes, expand research focus 
areas, implement antimicrobial resistance management, 

strengthen environmental and climate change efforts, 
investigate the epidemiology of other zoonotic diseases, 
demonstrate required political decisions, and create 
funding. The paradigmatic relationship between the One 
Health concept and the Sustainable Development Goals 
(SDGs) should be acknowledged and integrated into the 
academic framework of universities in Türkiye.

Declarations
Availability of Data and Materials: The datasets generated and 
analyzed during the study are available from the corresponding 
author (S. D. Diop) upon request.

Acknowledgements: The authors sincerely thank all colleagues 
from the Veterinary Parasitology Department for their outstanding 
support. Authors are especially grateful to  Prof. Dr. Mustafa 
Şeker for his valuable contributions during the conceptualization of 
this study. We also extend our gratitude to Prof. Peter Adler for his 
thorough proofreading of this manuscript.

Competing Interests: The authors declare that there is no conflict 
of interest. 

Declaration of Generative Artificial Intelligence (AI): The 
authors declare that no content (text, tables, figures, or conclusions) 
in this manuscript was generated by artificial intelligence (AI) or 
AI-assisted technologies. AI tools were used solely for improving 
readability, grammar, and language editing after the authors had 
written the complete manuscript. The authors take full responsibility 
for the integrity and originality of the work presented.

Authors contributions: SDD developed the core ideas and 
designed the study framework. SDD, AI, ADK and ÖD devised and 
coordinated the methodology. SDD drafted the initial manuscript. 
AI, ADK, and ÖD contributed significantly to the writing and 
revision of the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final 
manuscript.

References
1. Swabe J: Animals, Disease and Human Society: Human-Animal Relations 
and the Rise of Veterinary Medicine. 244, Routledge, London and New York, 
1999.  
2. İnci A, Sohel MH, Babür C, Uslu S, Karademir GK, Yürük M, Düzlü Ö, 
Kızgın AD, Yıldırım A: An overview of One Health concept focusing on 
toxoplasmosis. Turkiye Parazitol Derg, 47 (4): 256-274, 2023. DOI: 10.4274/
tpd.galenos.2023.38039
3. World Health Organisation: Tripartite and UNEP support OHHLEP’s 
definition of “One Health”. https://www.who.int/news/item/01-12-2021-
tripartite-and-unep-support-ohhlep-s-definition-of-one-health. Accessed: 
22.01.2024.
4. Chomel BB: Zoonoses. In, Schaechter M (Ed): Encyclopedia of 
Microbiology. 3rd ed., 820-829, Academic Press, 2009.
5. Horefti E: The importance of the one health concept in combating 
zoonoses. Pathogens, 12:977, 2023. DOI: 10.3390/pathogens12080977
6. Rüegg SR, Häsler B, Nielsen LR, Buttigieg SC, Santa M, Aragrande M, 
Canali M, Ehlinger T, Queenan K, Chantziaras I, Boriani E, Radeski 
M, Bruce M, Keune H, Bennani H, Speranza CI, Carmo LP, Esposito 
R, Filippitzi ME, McIntyre KM, McMahon BJ, Peyre M, Falzon LC, 
Bardosh KL, Frazzoli C, Hald T, Marcus G, Zinsstag J: A One Health 
evaluation framework. In, Rüegg SR, Häsler B, Zinsstag J (Eds): Integrated 
Approaches to Health - A Handbook for the Evaluation of One Health. 38-
85, Wageningen Academic Publishers, 2018.
7. World Health Organization: The FAO-OIE-WHO Collaboration: 

https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.galenos.2023.38039
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.galenos.2023.38039
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.galenos.2023.38039
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.galenos.2023.38039
https://www.who.int/news/item/01-12-2021-tripartite-and-unep-support-ohhlep-s-definition-of-one-health
https://www.who.int/news/item/01-12-2021-tripartite-and-unep-support-ohhlep-s-definition-of-one-health
https://www.who.int/news/item/01-12-2021-tripartite-and-unep-support-ohhlep-s-definition-of-one-health
https://www.who.int/news/item/01-12-2021-tripartite-and-unep-support-ohhlep-s-definition-of-one-health
https://www.mdpi.com/2076-0817/12/8/977
https://www.mdpi.com/2076-0817/12/8/977
https://www.who.int/publications/m/item/the-fao-oie-who-collaboration


Kafkas Univ Vet Fak Derg
DIOP, INCI, KIZGIN, DUZLU

Sharing responsibilities and coordinating global activities to address health 
risks at the animal-human-ecosystems interfaces. https://www.who.int/
publications/m/item/the-fao-oie-who-collaboration; Accessed: 25.01.2024.
8. Sikkema R, Koopmans M: One Health training and research activities in 
Western Europe. Infect Ecol Epidemiol, 6 (1):33703, 2016. DOI: 10.3402/IEE.
V6.33703
9. Özgüler Z, Aslan D: Knowledge and perceptions of physicians and 
veterinarians about One Health in Türkiye. East Mediterr Health J, 29 (10): 
767-774, 2023. DOI: 10.26719/emhj.23.082
10. Şimşir İ, Mete B: Examination of One Health studies with science 
mapping technique. Online Turk J Health Sci, 7 (3): 425-431, 2022. DOI: 
10.26453/otjhs.1063769
11. Jan van Eck N, Waltman L: Software survey: VOSviewer, a computer 
program for bibliometric mapping. Scientometrics, DOI: 10.1007/s11192-
009-0146-3
12. Aria M, Cuccurullo C: Bibliometrix: An R-tool for comprehensive 
science mapping analysis. J Informetrics, 11 (4): 959-975, 2017. DOI: 
10.1016/J.JOI.2017.08.007
13. Atusingwize E, Ndejjo R, Tumukunde G, Buregyeya E, Nsamba P, 
Tuhebwe D, Kato CD, Naigaga I, Musoke D, Kabasa JD, Bazeyo W: 
Application of one health approach in training at Makerere University: 
Experiences from the one health workforce project in Uganda. One Health 
Outlook, 2 (1): 1-9, 2020. DOI: 10.1186/S42522-020-00030-7
14. One Health Commission: Who’s Who in One Health - Organizations. 
https://www.onehealthcommission.org/en/resources__services/whos_
who_in_one_health/; Accessed: 28.01.2024.
15. İnci A, Doğanay M, Yıldırım A: Overview of zoonotic diseases in 
Turkey: The One Health concept and future threats. Turkiye Parazitol Derg, 
42 (3): 281-296, 2018. DOI: 10.5152/tpd.2018.5701
16. İnci A, Sözdutmaz İ, Kılıç AU: Fighting against COVID-19 with One 
Health concept. Erciyes Med J, 43 (3): 211-214, 2021. DOI: 10.14744/
etd.2020.10734
17. Humboldt-Dachroeden S, Rubin O, Frid-Nielsen SS: The state of One 
Health research across disciplines and sectors - A bibliometric analysis. One 
Health, 10:100146, 2020. DOI: 10.1016/J.ONEHLT.2020.100146
18. Ministry of Health of Türkiye: Zoonotic and Vector-Borne Diseases. 
https://hsgm.saglik.gov.tr/tr/zoonotik-ve-vektorel-hastaliklar.html; 
Accessed: 01.02.2024.
19. İnci A, Yazar S, Tunçbilek AS, Canhilal R, Doğanay M, Aydın L, Aktaş 
M, Vatansever Z, Özdağrendeli A, Özbel Y, Yıldırım A, Düzlü Ö: Vectors 
and vector-borne diseases in Turkey. Ankara Univ Vet Fak Derg, 60, 281-296, 
2013. DOI: 10.1501/Vetfak_0000002593
20. Düzlü Ö, İnci A, Yıldırım A, Doğanay M, Özbel Y, Aksoy S: Vector-
borne zoonotic diseases in Turkey: Rising threats on public health. 
Turkiye Parazitol Derg, 44 (3): 168-175, 2020. DOI: 10.4274/TPD.
GALENOS.2020.6985
21. İnci A, Yıldırım A, Düzlü Ö, Doğanay M, Aksoy S: Tick-borne diseases 
in Turkey: A review based on One Health perspective. PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 
DOI: 10.1371/journal.pntd.0005021
22. Altıntaş N: Parasitic zoonotic diseases in Turkey. Vet Ital, 44 (4): 633-
646, 2008.
23. Öktener A, Yurdakul N, Alaş A, Solak K: Fish-borne parasitic zoonoses 
in Turkish waters. Gazi Univ J Sci, 23 (3): 255-260, 2010.
24. EFSA: The European Union One Health 2022 Zoonoses Report. EFSA J, 
21 (12), 2023. DOI: 10.2903/J.EFSA.2023.8442
25. Cavalerie L, Wardeh M, Lebrasseur O, Nanyingi M, McIntyre KM, 
Kaba M, Asrat D, Christley R, Pinchbeck G, Baylis M, Mor SM: One 
hundred years of zoonoses research in the Horn of Africa: A scoping 
review. PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 15 (7):e0009607, 2021. DOI: 10.1371/journal.
pntd.0009607
26. Simpson G, Quesada F, Chatterjee P, Kakkar M, Chersich MF, Thys S: 
Research priorities for control of zoonoses in South Africa. Trans R Soc Trop 
Med Hyg, 115 (5): 538-550, 2021. DOI: 10.1093/trstmh/trab039
27. Ateudjieu J, Siewe Fodjo JN, Ambomatei C, Tchio-Nighie KH, Zoung 
Kanyi Bissek AC: Zoonotic diseases in Sub-Saharan Africa: A systematic 

review and meta-analysis. Zoonotic Dis, 3 (4): 251-265, 2023. DOI: 10.3390/
zoonoticdis3040021
28. Britti D, Crescenzo G, Merola C, Caioni G, Soggiu A, Cocco A, 
Alessiani A, Salini R, Iapaolo F, Averaimo D, Pompilii C, Foschi G, 
Bellucci F, Iannino F, Dalla Villa P, Janowicz A, Caporale M: Detection 
of potential zoonotic agents isolated in Italian shelters and the assessment of 
animal welfare correlation with antimicrobial resistance in Escherichia coli 
strains. Antibiotics, 12 (5): 863, 2023. DOI: 10.3390/antibiotics12050863 
29. Gurler AM: Animal welfare education in Turkey. J Vet Med Educ, 34 (5): 
633-638, 2007. DOI: 10.3138/jvme.34.5.633
30. Artun O, Kavur H: Investigation of the spatial distribution of sandfly 
species and cutaneous leishmaniasis risk factors by using geographical 
information system technologies in Karaisali district of Adana province, 
Turkey. J Vector Borne Dis, 54 (3): 233-239, 2017. DOI: 10.4103/0972-
9062.217614
31. Artun O, Kavur H: Prediction of cutaneous leishmaniasis epidemiology 
in mersin using ecological niche modeling. Turkiye Parazitol Derg, 42 (3): 
191-195, 2018. DOI: 10.5152/TPD.2018.5924
32. Belen A, Alten B: Seasonal dynamics and altitudinal distributions of 
sand fly (Diptera: Psychodidae) populations in a cutaneous leishmaniasis 
endemic area of the Cukurova region of Turkey. J Vector Ecol, 36 (1): 87-94, 
2011. DOI: 10.1111/J.1948-7134.2011.00116.X
33. Kavur H: Modeling the ecological niche: A case study on bioclimatic 
factors related to the distribution of Phlebotomus tobbi Adler & Theodor 
(Diptera: Psychodidae) in two endemic foci of Adana. J Med Entomol, 
56:3691, 2019. DOI: 10.1093/jme/tjz008
34. Vandenbroucke-Grauls CMJE, Kluytmans JAJW: Tracing the origins 
of antibiotic resistance. Nat Med, 28 (4): 638-640, 2022. DOI: 10.1038/
s41591-022-01752-z
35. OECD Health Policy Studies: Embracing a One Health Framework to 
Fight Antimicrobial Resistance. 2023. DOI: 10.1787/ce44c755-en
36. Isler B, Keske E, Aksoy M, Azap K, Yilmaz M, Yavuz S, Aygün G, 
Tigen E, Akalın H, Azap A, Ergönül O: Antibiotic overconsumption and 
resistance in Turkey. Clin Microbiol Infect, 25 (6): 651-653, 2019. DOI: 
10.1016/j.cmi.2019.02.024
37. Hizlisoy H, Sagiroglu P, Barel M, Dishan A, Gungor C, Koskeroglu K, 
Hizlisoy S, Atalay MA: Campylobacter jejuni and Campylobacter coli in 
human stool samples: antibiotic resistance profiles, putative virulence 
determinants and molecular characterization of the isolates. World J 
Microbiol Biotechnol, 39 (12): 353, 2023. DOI: 10.1007/S11274-023-03786-Y
38. Cokal Y, Caner V, Sen A, Cetin C, Karagenc N: Campylobacter spp. and 
their antimicrobial resistance patterns in poultry: An epidemiological 
survey study in Turkey. Zoonoses Public Health, 56 (3): 105-110, 2009. DOI: 
10.1111/J.1863-2378.2008.01155.X
39. Yildiz M, Sahin O, Adiguzel MC: Prevalence and antimicrobial 
resistance of Campylobacter species in shelter-housed healthy and diarrheic 
cats and dogs in Turkey. Vet Med Sci, 10:e1327, 2024. DOI: 10.1002/
vms3.1327
40. Şahan Yapicier O, Hesna Kandir E, Öztürk D: Antimicrobial resistance 
of E. coli and Salmonella ısolated from wild birds in a rehabilitation center in 
Turkey. Arch Razi Inst, 77 (1): 257-267, 2022. 
41. Hoelzer K, Soyer Y, Rodriguez-Rivera LD, Cummings KJ, McDonough 
PL, Schoonmaker-Bopp DJ, Root TP, Dumas NB, Warnick LD, Gröhn 
YT, Wiedmann M, Baker KNK, Besser TE, Hancock DD, Davis MA: The 
prevalence of multidrug resistance is higher among bovine than human 
Salmonella enterica serotype Newport, Typhimurium, and 4,5,12:i: - Isolates 
in the United States but differs by serotype and geographic region. Appl 
Environ Microbiol, 76 (17): 5947-5959, 2010. DOI: 10.1128/AEM.00377-10
42. İnce SS, Müştak HK: Genotyping and antimicrobial resistance profiles 
of chicken-originated Salmonella enteritidis isolates. Braz J Microbiol, 54 (1): 
499-507, 2023. DOI: 10.1007/S42770-023-00914-6
43. Sariçam İnce S, Akan M: Phenotypic and genotypic characterization of 
antimicrobial resistance in commonly isolated Salmonella serovars from 
chickens. Turk J Vet Anim Sci, 47 (1): 19-25, 2023. DOI: 10.55730/1300-
0128.4264
44. Baran A, Oz C, Cengiz S, Adiguzel MC: Genomic characterization, 

https://www.who.int/publications/m/item/the-fao-oie-who-collaboration
https://www.who.int/publications/m/item/the-fao-oie-who-collaboration
https://www.who.int/publications/m/item/the-fao-oie-who-collaboration
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.3402/iee.v6.33703
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.3402/iee.v6.33703
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.3402/iee.v6.33703
https://applications.emro.who.int/EMHJ/V29/10/1020-3397-2023-2910-767-774-eng.pdf
https://applications.emro.who.int/EMHJ/V29/10/1020-3397-2023-2910-767-774-eng.pdf
https://applications.emro.who.int/EMHJ/V29/10/1020-3397-2023-2910-767-774-eng.pdf
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/otjhs/issue/72336/1063769
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/otjhs/issue/72336/1063769
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/otjhs/issue/72336/1063769
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11192-009-0146-3
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1751157717300500?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1751157717300500?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1751157717300500?via%3Dihub
https://onehealthoutlook.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s42522-020-00030-7
https://onehealthoutlook.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s42522-020-00030-7
https://onehealthoutlook.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s42522-020-00030-7
https://onehealthoutlook.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s42522-020-00030-7
https://onehealthoutlook.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s42522-020-00030-7
https://www.onehealthcommission.org/en/resources__services/whos_who_in_one_health/
https://www.onehealthcommission.org/en/resources__services/whos_who_in_one_health/
https://www.onehealthcommission.org/en/resources__services/whos_who_in_one_health/
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.2018.5701
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.2018.5701
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.2018.5701
https://jcpres.com/storage/upload/pdfs/EMJ_43_3_211_213.pdf
https://jcpres.com/storage/upload/pdfs/EMJ_43_3_211_213.pdf
https://jcpres.com/storage/upload/pdfs/EMJ_43_3_211_213.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352771420301087?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352771420301087?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352771420301087?via%3Dihub
https://hsgm.saglik.gov.tr/tr/zoonotik-ve-vektorel-hastaliklar.html
https://hsgm.saglik.gov.tr/tr/zoonotik-ve-vektorel-hastaliklar.html
https://hsgm.saglik.gov.tr/tr/zoonotik-ve-vektorel-hastaliklar.html
http://vetjournal.ankara.edu.tr/en/pub/issue/43575/533269
http://vetjournal.ankara.edu.tr/en/pub/issue/43575/533269
http://vetjournal.ankara.edu.tr/en/pub/issue/43575/533269
http://vetjournal.ankara.edu.tr/en/pub/issue/43575/533269
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.galenos.2020.6985
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.galenos.2020.6985
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.galenos.2020.6985
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.galenos.2020.6985
https://journals.plos.org/plosntds/article?id=10.1371/journal.pntd.0005021
https://journals.plos.org/plosntds/article?id=10.1371/journal.pntd.0005021
https://journals.plos.org/plosntds/article?id=10.1371/journal.pntd.0005021
https://www.izs.it/vet_italiana/2008/44_4/633.pdf
https://www.izs.it/vet_italiana/2008/44_4/633.pdf
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/gujs/issue/7404/96967
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/gujs/issue/7404/96967
https://efsa.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.2903/j.efsa.2023.8442
https://efsa.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.2903/j.efsa.2023.8442
https://journals.plos.org/plosntds/article?id=10.1371/journal.pntd.0009607
https://journals.plos.org/plosntds/article?id=10.1371/journal.pntd.0009607
https://journals.plos.org/plosntds/article?id=10.1371/journal.pntd.0009607
https://journals.plos.org/plosntds/article?id=10.1371/journal.pntd.0009607
https://journals.plos.org/plosntds/article?id=10.1371/journal.pntd.0009607
https://academic.oup.com/trstmh/article-abstract/115/5/538/6208265?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=true
https://academic.oup.com/trstmh/article-abstract/115/5/538/6208265?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=true
https://academic.oup.com/trstmh/article-abstract/115/5/538/6208265?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=true
https://www.mdpi.com/2813-0227/3/4/21
https://www.mdpi.com/2813-0227/3/4/21
https://www.mdpi.com/2813-0227/3/4/21
https://www.mdpi.com/2813-0227/3/4/21
https://www.mdpi.com/2079-6382/12/5/863
https://www.mdpi.com/2079-6382/12/5/863
https://www.mdpi.com/2079-6382/12/5/863
https://www.mdpi.com/2079-6382/12/5/863
https://www.mdpi.com/2079-6382/12/5/863
https://www.mdpi.com/2079-6382/12/5/863
https://utppublishing.com/doi/10.3138/jvme.34.5.633
https://utppublishing.com/doi/10.3138/jvme.34.5.633
https://journals.lww.com/jvbd/fulltext/2017/54030/investigation_of_the_spatial_distribution_of.5.aspx
https://journals.lww.com/jvbd/fulltext/2017/54030/investigation_of_the_spatial_distribution_of.5.aspx
https://journals.lww.com/jvbd/fulltext/2017/54030/investigation_of_the_spatial_distribution_of.5.aspx
https://journals.lww.com/jvbd/fulltext/2017/54030/investigation_of_the_spatial_distribution_of.5.aspx
https://journals.lww.com/jvbd/fulltext/2017/54030/investigation_of_the_spatial_distribution_of.5.aspx
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.2018.5924
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.2018.5924
https://turkiyeparazitolderg.org/articles/doi/tpd.2018.5924
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1948-7134.2011.00116.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1948-7134.2011.00116.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1948-7134.2011.00116.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/j.1948-7134.2011.00116.x
https://academic.oup.com/jme/article-abstract/56/3/690/5316110?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=true
https://academic.oup.com/jme/article-abstract/56/3/690/5316110?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=true
https://academic.oup.com/jme/article-abstract/56/3/690/5316110?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=true
https://academic.oup.com/jme/article-abstract/56/3/690/5316110?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=true
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41591-022-01752-z
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41591-022-01752-z
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41591-022-01752-z
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/embracing-a-one-health-framework-to-fight-antimicrobial-resistance_ce44c755-en/full-report.html
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/embracing-a-one-health-framework-to-fight-antimicrobial-resistance_ce44c755-en/full-report.html
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1198743X19300928?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1198743X19300928?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1198743X19300928?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1198743X19300928?via%3Dihub
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-023-03786-y
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-023-03786-y
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-023-03786-y
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-023-03786-y
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11274-023-03786-y
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1863-2378.2008.01155.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1863-2378.2008.01155.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1863-2378.2008.01155.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1863-2378.2008.01155.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/vms3.1327
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/vms3.1327
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/vms3.1327
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/vms3.1327
https://research.bau.edu.tr/tr/publications/antimicrobial-resistance-of-e-coli-and-salmonella-isolated-from-w-2
https://research.bau.edu.tr/tr/publications/antimicrobial-resistance-of-e-coli-and-salmonella-isolated-from-w-2
https://research.bau.edu.tr/tr/publications/antimicrobial-resistance-of-e-coli-and-salmonella-isolated-from-w-2
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/aem.00377-10
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/aem.00377-10
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/aem.00377-10
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/aem.00377-10
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/aem.00377-10
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/aem.00377-10
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/aem.00377-10
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s42770-023-00914-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s42770-023-00914-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s42770-023-00914-6
https://journals.tubitak.gov.tr/veterinary/vol47/iss1/4/
https://journals.tubitak.gov.tr/veterinary/vol47/iss1/4/
https://journals.tubitak.gov.tr/veterinary/vol47/iss1/4/
https://journals.tubitak.gov.tr/veterinary/vol47/iss1/4/
https://www.scielo.br/j/pvb/a/MD64tfk58h3QHnR8qyrHBmx/?lang=en


Bibliometric Insights on One Health and Zoonoses in Türkiye Kafkas Univ Vet Fak Derg

antimicrobial resistance profiles, enterotoxin, and biofilm production of 
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus isolated from clinical and animal 
product origins in Eastern Turkey. Pesqui Vet Bras, 42:e06991, 2022. DOI: 
10.1590/1678-5150-PVB-6991
45. Sur E, Turkyilmaz S: Investigation of the toxin genes and antibiotic 
resistance in Staphylococcus aureus isolates from subclinical mastitic cow 
milk. Isr J Vet Med, 75 (1): 35-42, 2020.
46. Aslantaş O, Olgun E, Bayirli M, Büyükaltay K: Molecular 
characterization of methicillin-and multidrug-resistant Staphylococcus 
pseudintermedius strain isolated from a case of feline otitis externa. Isr J Vet 

Med, 78 (1): 34-38, 2023.
47. Saticioglu IB, Mulet M, Duman M, Altun S, Gomila M, Lalucat J, 
García-Valdés E: First occurrence and whole-genome comparison of 
Pseudomonas haemolytica isolated in farmed rainbow trout. Aquac Res, 53 
(12): 4472-4486, 2022. DOI: 10.1111/ARE.15944
48. Adiguzel MC, Baran A, Wu Z, Cengiz S, Dai L, Oz C, Ozmenli E, 
Goulart DB, Sahin O: Prevalence of colistin resistance in Escherichia coli 
in Eastern Turkey and genomic characterization of an mcr-1 positive strain 
from retail chicken meat. Microb Drug Resist, 27 (3): 424-432, 2021. DOI: 
10.1089/MDR.2020.0209

https://www.scielo.br/j/pvb/a/MD64tfk58h3QHnR8qyrHBmx/?lang=en
https://www.scielo.br/j/pvb/a/MD64tfk58h3QHnR8qyrHBmx/?lang=en
https://www.scielo.br/j/pvb/a/MD64tfk58h3QHnR8qyrHBmx/?lang=en
https://www.scielo.br/j/pvb/a/MD64tfk58h3QHnR8qyrHBmx/?lang=en
https://avesis.metu.edu.tr/yayin/09b2ebed-2df5-4157-8705-bf243bad5e6a/molecular-characterization-of-methicillin-and-multidrug-resistant-staphylococcus-pseudintermedius-strain-isolated-from-a-case-of-feline-otitis-externa
https://avesis.metu.edu.tr/yayin/09b2ebed-2df5-4157-8705-bf243bad5e6a/molecular-characterization-of-methicillin-and-multidrug-resistant-staphylococcus-pseudintermedius-strain-isolated-from-a-case-of-feline-otitis-externa
https://avesis.metu.edu.tr/yayin/09b2ebed-2df5-4157-8705-bf243bad5e6a/molecular-characterization-of-methicillin-and-multidrug-resistant-staphylococcus-pseudintermedius-strain-isolated-from-a-case-of-feline-otitis-externa
https://avesis.metu.edu.tr/yayin/09b2ebed-2df5-4157-8705-bf243bad5e6a/molecular-characterization-of-methicillin-and-multidrug-resistant-staphylococcus-pseudintermedius-strain-isolated-from-a-case-of-feline-otitis-externa
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/are.15944
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/are.15944
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/are.15944
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/are.15944
https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/mdr.2020.0209
https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/mdr.2020.0209
https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/mdr.2020.0209
https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/mdr.2020.0209
https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/mdr.2020.0209

