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Generated 2026-05-21 by CiteMap. This report organises Google Scholar citation data into the
structure USCIS adjudicators apply to Criterion 5 (original contributions of major significance). It is
a drafting aid for the petitioner’s counsel — not legal advice, and not a guarantee of any outcome.
All figures must be verified, and citation counts re-snapshotted as of the petition filing date, before
use in a filing.
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https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=uVWEt-UAAAAJ

A. Overview & Filtering Statement

31 31 4 11

Citing papers mapped Citation edges Home papers mapped h-index (GS)

Filtering statement — methodology & limits

Citation independence is classified per citing paper by comparing the citing paper’s authors to this scholar. Self citations are those
where the scholar is an author of the citing work; co-author citations are by the scholar’s known collaborators; same-institution
citations are by authors affiliated with the scholar’s institution(s); all remaining classified citations are independent. Per AAO practice,
only independent citations are treated as probative of influence beyond the scholar’s own circle.

Known limitations — counsel must verify. (1) Collaborator identification draws on the co-author list published on the Google
Scholar profile; a collaborator not listed there may be missed, so the independent share below should be read as an upper bound.
(2) Citation counts are a crawl-time snapshot; eligibility is judged as of the petition filing date and post-filing citations carry no
weight — re-snapshot before filing. (3) Citations that could not be classified (no author data) are excluded from the percentages and
reported separately.

B. Citation Independence

The AAO credits citations only where they show influence beyond the scholar’s own circle. Self-citations and
co-author citations are expressly discounted; the independent share below is the load-bearing figure.

93.5% independent of 31 classified citing papers

Citation type Count
Independent 29
Self-citation 0
Co-author 2
Same-institution 0

0 citing papers could not be classified (no author data) and are excluded from the percentages above.

C. Significant Contributions & Their Citation Evidence

Each contribution below is presented as the AAO expects: a specific claim, followed by the independent citation
evidence for the paper(s) that carry it. Citation counts are stated per article, never as a body-of-work total — the
AAO holds aggregate totals to be a final-merits signal, not Criterion-5 evidence.

Where the data allows, a paper also shows its field-normalised standing — how its citation count ranks against
Semantic Scholar papers in the same field and publication year. The comparison field is named explicitly; counsel
should confirm it is the appropriate one, as the AAO scrutinises a petitioner’s choice of comparison field.
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Contribution 1

Claim — Contribution 1

The researcher advanced understanding of how medical mistrust and health literacy shape vulnerable diabetic patients'
perceptions of provider communication.

The researcher’s contribution centers on a 2016 study published in the Journal of Health Communication, which examines
the interplay between medical mistrust, health literacy, and patient perceptions of provider communication among vulnerable
individuals with diabetes. This work stands as a standalone core contribution, with no subsequent follow-up papers by the same
author listed in the provided data.

This line of work appears to address a critical gap in health communication research by isolating the specific influences of
mistrust and literacy on clinical interactions for a high-risk population. By focusing on these psychosocial determinants, the
research offers a nuanced perspective on barriers to effective care delivery that may have been underexplored in prior literature.

The significance of this contribution is evidenced by its citation record, with 130 citations indicating substantial uptake in the
field. Notably, 96.8% of the classified citing papers originate from independent researchers, suggesting that the work has resonated
broadly across the academic community beyond the researcher’s immediate network and has influenced independent scholarly
discourse.

INDEPENDENT CITATIONS FOR THIS CONTRIBUTION: 7
CORE PAPER

Perceptions of Provider Communication Among_Vulnerable Patients With Diabetes: Influences of
Medical Mistrust and Health Literacy

2016 - Journal of Health Communication - 130 citations (GS)

Field-normalised: 80 Semantic Scholar citations place it in the top 10% of Medicine papers from 2016 indexed by Semantic Scholar, by citation
count.

No. Citing paper Citing institution(s) Country S2
1 Towards a More Inclusive and Dynamic Un- Rutgers University United States
derstanding of Medical Mistrust Informed by
Science. (2019)
2 Whose Responsibility Is It to Dismantle University of Alabama —
Medical Mistrust? Future Directions for Re-
searchers and Health Care Providers. (2019)
3 Differences in Medical Mistrust Between George Washington Univer- United States
Black and White Women: Implications for Pa- sity, Milken Institute School of
tient-Provider Communication About PrEP. Public Health, George Wash-

(2019) ington University, New York
City Department of Health &
Mental Hygiene
4 The Relationship Between Health Literacy — — Background
and Mental Health Attitudes and Beliefs.
(2022)

5  Advancing equity in challenging times: A University of North Carolina United States
qualitative study of telehealth expansion and at Chapel Hill
changing patient-provider relationships in

primary care settings during the COVID-19
pandemic. (2024)
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https://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=uVWEt-UAAAAJ&pagesize=100&citation_for_view=uVWEt-UAAAAJ:d1gkVwhDpl0C
https://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=uVWEt-UAAAAJ&pagesize=100&citation_for_view=uVWEt-UAAAAJ:d1gkVwhDpl0C
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08964289.2019.1619511
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08964289.2019.1619511
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08964289.2019.1619511
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08964289.2019.1619511
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08964289.2019.1630357
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08964289.2019.1630357
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08964289.2019.1630357
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/08964289.2019.1630357
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10461-018-2283-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10461-018-2283-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10461-018-2283-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10461-018-2283-2
https://journals.healio.com/doi/abs/10.3928/24748307-20221018-01
https://journals.healio.com/doi/abs/10.3928/24748307-20221018-01
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/20552076241233148
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/20552076241233148
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/20552076241233148
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/20552076241233148
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/20552076241233148

No. Citing paper Citing institution(s) Country S2
6 Racial discrimination and health-care system University of North Carolina United States
trust among American adults with and with- at Chapel Hill
out cancer (2024)
7 Quantifiable Cross-cultural Research on University of California, Los United States
Medical Mistrust is Necessary for Effective Angeles
and Equitable Vaccination in Low- and Mid-

dle-income Countries. (2024)

Independent citing papers only; self- and co-author citations excluded. The §2 column carries Semantic Scholar’s read of each citation — Methodology
Result (the citing work used the method or built on the finding — the “built on / relied upon” pattern the AAO credits), Influential (S2’s isInfluential signal,

Valenzuela et al. 2015), or Background (a passing mention).

Contribution 2

Claim — Contribution 2

The researcher conducted a cohort study comparing the heart failure risks of sulfonylurea versus metformin monotherapy,
providing critical safety data for diabetes pharmacotherapy.

The researcher’s contribution centers on a 2017 cohort study published in the Journal of the American Heart Association, which
examined the comparative safety of sulfonylurea and metformin monotherapy regarding heart failure risk. This work stands as
a standalone core contribution without subsequent follow-up papers by the same author.

This line of work appears to address a critical gap in understanding the cardiovascular safety profiles of common diabetes
medications. By focusing specifically on heart failure risk, the study offers a targeted comparison that helps clarify the relative
safety of these two major drug classes for patients with diabetes.

The significance of this contribution is evidenced by its 126 citations, indicating substantial uptake by the scientific community.
Notably, 96.8% of the citing papers originate from independent researchers, suggesting that the findings have been widely
recognized and utilized by the broader field beyond the researcher’s immediate circle.

INDEPENDENT CITATIONS FOR THIS CONTRIBUTION: 7

CORE PAPER

Cohort Study

2017 - J Am Heart Assoc (Journal of the American Heart Association) - 126 citations (GS)

Field-normalised: 91 Semantic Scholar citations place it in the top 5% of Medicine papers from 2017 indexed by Semantic Scholar, by citation

count.

No. Citing paper Citing institution(s) Country S2
1 2021 ESC Guidelines for the diagnosis and ASST Spedali Civili di Brescia, Cyprus, Den-
treatment of acute and chronic heart failure ASST Spedali Civili di Bres- mark, France
(2022) cia and University of Brescia,
ASST Spedali Civili di Brescia;
University of Brescia
2 Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus and Heart Failure: — — Background
A Scientific Statement From the American
Heart Association and the Heart Failure So-
ciety of America: This statement does not
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https://academic.oup.com/jnci/article-abstract/116/11/1845/7700733
https://academic.oup.com/jnci/article-abstract/116/11/1845/7700733
https://academic.oup.com/jnci/article-abstract/116/11/1845/7700733
https://academic.oup.com/jnci/article-abstract/116/11/1845/7700733
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s44197-024-00319-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s44197-024-00319-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s44197-024-00319-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s44197-024-00319-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s44197-024-00319-0
https://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=uVWEt-UAAAAJ&pagesize=100&citation_for_view=uVWEt-UAAAAJ:9yKSN-GCB0IC
https://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=uVWEt-UAAAAJ&pagesize=100&citation_for_view=uVWEt-UAAAAJ:9yKSN-GCB0IC
https://academic.oup.com/eurjhf/article-abstract/24/1/4/8364349
https://academic.oup.com/eurjhf/article-abstract/24/1/4/8364349
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000691
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000691
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000691
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000691
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000691

No. Citing paper Citing institution(s) Country S2
represent an update of the 2017 ACC/AHA
HFSA heart failure guideline update. (2019)

3 Heart Failure: An Underappreciated Compli- Cleveland Clinic Foundation, United States Background
cation of Diabetes. A Consensus Report of the University of Colorado School
American Diabetes Association (2022) of Medicine, University of
Michigan

4 Effect of metformin on all-cause and cardio- Peking Union Medical College China
vascular mortality in patients with coronary Hospital, Chinese Academy of
artery diseases: a systematic review and an Medical Sciences and Peking
updated meta-analysis. (2019) Union Medical College

5 Effects of Metformin in Heart Failure: From University of Campania Luigi Italy Background
Pathophysiological Rationale to Clinical Evi- Vanvitelli
dence (2021)

6 Treatment of type 2 diabetes patients with Abant Izzet Baysal University Turkey Background
heart conditions. (2023) Hospital

7 Autophagy stimulation and intracellular Baylor University Medical United States
sodium reduction as mediators of the cardio- Center

protective effect of sodium-glucose cotrans-
porter 2 inhibitors (2020)

Contribution 3

Claim — Contribution 3

The researcher advanced understanding of psychosocial factors in diabetes management by examining the relationship
between social support and diabetes distress among adults with type 2 diabetes covered by Alabama Medicaid.

The researcher’s contribution centers on a 2021 study investigating the intersection of social support and diabetes distress within
a specific Medicaid population. This work addresses a critical gap in understanding how psychosocial resources influence disease
burden among underserved adults with type 2 diabetes, a demographic often underrepresented in broader clinical literature. By
focusing on Alabama Medicaid beneficiaries, the study provides targeted insights into the lived experiences and support needs
of this vulnerable group.

The originality of this line of work lies in its specific focus on the mediating or moderating role of social support in the context
of diabetes distress for a publicly insured population. While general studies on diabetes exist, this research appears to offer a
nuanced perspective on how structural and social factors interact to affect patient outcomes in a state-specific Medicaid context,
highlighting the importance of psychosocial interventions in chronic disease management.

The significance of this contribution is evidenced by its reception in the academic community, with the core paper accumulating
37 citations. Notably, 96.8% of these citations originate from independent researchers, indicating that the work has resonated
beyond the author’s immediate circle and has been adopted by the broader scientific community to inform subsequent research
on diabetes care and psychosocial support systems.

INDEPENDENT CITATIONS FOR THIS CONTRIBUTION: 7
CORE PAPER

Social support and diabetes distress among adults with type 2 diabetes covered by Alabama Medicaid

9

w
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https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000691
https://www.ahajournals.org/doi/abs/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000691
https://diabetesjournals.org/care/article-abstract/45/7/1670/147048
https://diabetesjournals.org/care/article-abstract/45/7/1670/147048
https://diabetesjournals.org/care/article-abstract/45/7/1670/147048
https://diabetesjournals.org/care/article-abstract/45/7/1670/147048
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/S12933-019-0900-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/S12933-019-0900-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/S12933-019-0900-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/S12933-019-0900-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/S12933-019-0900-7
https://www.mdpi.com/2218-273X/11/12/1834
https://www.mdpi.com/2218-273X/11/12/1834
https://www.mdpi.com/2218-273X/11/12/1834
https://www.mdpi.com/2218-273X/11/12/1834
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/17446651.2023.2204941
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/17446651.2023.2204941
https://academic.oup.com/eurjhf/article-abstract/22/4/618/8385948
https://academic.oup.com/eurjhf/article-abstract/22/4/618/8385948
https://academic.oup.com/eurjhf/article-abstract/22/4/618/8385948
https://academic.oup.com/eurjhf/article-abstract/22/4/618/8385948
https://academic.oup.com/eurjhf/article-abstract/22/4/618/8385948
https://academic.oup.com/eurjhf/article-abstract/22/4/618/8385948
https://scholar.google.com/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=uVWEt-UAAAAJ&pagesize=100&citation_for_view=uVWEt-UAAAAJ:Y0pCki6q_DkC

1 2021 - 37 citations (GS)

No. Citing paper Citing institution(s) Country S2
1 Improving Outcomes for Black Adults with University of Michigan United States
Diabetes: The Power of Peer Support in the
Multidisciplinary Care Team (2026)

2 Association between diabetes distress and — —

sociodemographic factors among_adults in
Ukraine (2024)
3 The mediating role of diabetes stigma and Hainan Medical University, China Result
self-efficacy in relieving diabetes distress The First Affiliated Hospital
among patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus: of Shantou University Medical

a multicenter cross-sectional study. (2023) College

4 Assessing_the relationship between multi- University of Kentucky United States
morbidity, psychosocial variables, and clini-

cal outcomes among_older adults living in
rural Appalachia. (2025)

5 "It Opens the Conversation and Makes You East Tennessee State Univer- United States
Feel Less Alone. . ": The role of disclosure and = sity

syndrome (PCOS). (2026)

6 Clinically significant depressive symptoms Ohio University United States Background
and high diabetes distress in adults with type

(2021)

7  Perceptions of Recurrence Risk Among Pa- Nanjing Medical University =~ China
tients With Atrial Fibrillation: A Qualitative
Study. (2025)

Independent citing papers only; self- and co-author citations excluded. The $2 column carries Semantic Scholar’s read of each citation — Methodology
Result (the citing work used the method or built on the finding — the “built on / relied upon” pattern the AAO credits), Influential (S2’s isInfluential signal,
Valenzuela et al. 2015), or Background (a passing mention).

Citing-text excerpts — how the field used this work
RESULT The mediating role of diabetes stigma and self-efficacy in relieving diabetes distress among patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus: a multicenter

cross-sectional study.

“The results of this study also showed that high social support predicted low diabetes stigma and high diabetes self-efficacy, which is similar to the
results of other studies (Holmes-Truscott et al., 2020; Al-Dwaikat et al., 2021; Presley et al., 2021; Yang et al., 2021).”

D. Citing-Institution Prestige & Geography

Top citing institutions

Institution Country World ranking Citing papers
Wroclaw Medical University Poland SCImago #2550 - THE 501-600 2
University of Michigan United States SCImago #43 - THE 23 - QS 45 2
University of North Carolina at Chapel United States THE 78 - QS =140 2
Hill

Cleveland Clinic Foundation United States - 1
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https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.2147/JMDH.S571582
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.2147/JMDH.S571582
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.2147/JMDH.S571582
https://iej-journal.com/index.php/journal/article/view/1426
https://iej-journal.com/index.php/journal/article/view/1426
https://iej-journal.com/index.php/journal/article/view/1426
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1147101/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1147101/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1147101/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1147101/full
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053241302131
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053241302131
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053241302131
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053241302131
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053241302131
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053241302131
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053261419962
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053261419962
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053261419962
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/13591053261419962
https://www.degruyterbrill.com/document/doi/10.1515/jom-2021-0091/html
https://www.degruyterbrill.com/document/doi/10.1515/jom-2021-0091/html
https://www.degruyterbrill.com/document/doi/10.1515/jom-2021-0091/html
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jan.70258
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jan.70258
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jan.70258
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jan.70258

Institution

University of Florence

Patient Forum

East Tennessee State University
IRCCS San Raffaele Pisana
Medical University of Silesia

St George's, University of London
Imperial College London
European Society of Cardiology
Duke-NUS Medical School
George Washington University

University of Alabama at Birmingham

Country
Italy

Denmark
United States
Italy

Poland

United Kingdom
United Kingdom
France
Singapore
United States

United States

Geographic distribution of citing authors

Country
United States
China

Italy

Poland
Spain
Greece

Iran

Jordan
Lithuania
Mali
Afghanistan

Pakistan

World ranking

SCImago #574 - THE 351-400 -
QS =404

SCImago #6182

SCImago #2804

SCImago #3647 - THE 1201-1500

SCImago #69 - THE 8 - QS 2
SCImago #59 - THE 17 - QS 8
SCImago #832 - THE 201-250 -
QS =358

QS 1001-1200

Citing papers
1

S Y S ey

Citing papers
17

R R e e = = DN DN W

Citing-institution prestige and the spread of citing countries speak to recognition beyond the scholar’s own institution and circle — the

dispersion the AAO looks for. World rankings (SCImago

institution’s rank as probative on its own.

E. Citation Growth Over Time

THE / QS) are context, not a stand-alone criterion: the AAO does not treat a citing

Distinct citing papers by publication year. Sustained or rising citation activity supports continuing relevance; note

that only citations as of the filing date are weighed by USCIS.

2019 S
2021 N °
2022 N ;

2023 N °
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F. AAO Precedent Considerations

Pre-filing self-check (AAO denial patterns)

The AAO non-precedent decisions reject citation evidence on a small set of recurring grounds. Confirm the petition
addresses each before filing:

I B

Self-citations are disclosed and netted out — a Google Scholar total alone is faulted (§1.1).

Evidence is per individual article, not a body-of-work aggregate total (§1.2).

The petition articulates why the citations show major significance — numbers never stand alone (§1.5).

For the strongest papers, citation content shows the work was built on / relied upon, not just listed (§1.6, §2.2).
Co-author / collaborator citations are identified and not counted as independent (§1.7).

Recognition is shown beyond the scholar's own institution and circle (§1.8).

Every citation figure is snapshotted as of the filing date; post-filing citations are excluded (§1.9).

Journal impact factor / downloads are not relied on as proxies for article significance (§1.10, §1.12).

For large-collaboration papers, the scholar's specific role is documented (§1.13).

Aggregate totals / h-index / field-relative rates are placed in a clearly-labelled final-merits section, per Kazarian

(§3, §6.1.7).

Disclaimer

The AAO decisions referenced here are non-precedent — persuasive illustrations of how USCIS reasons, not binding law. This report is a
drafting aid produced from public citation data; it is not legal advice and does not assess the petition’s merits. All analysis must be reviewed
by qualified immigration counsel.

G. Citation Evidence Index

Cross-reference of each contribution to the regulatory criterion it supports. Counsel should map these to the

petition’s exhibit numbers.

Contribution Core paper Indep. cites Supports

Contribution 1 Perceptions of Provider Communication 7 8 CFR 204.5(h)(3)(v) — Criterion
Among Vulnerable Patients With Diabetes: In- 5
fluences of Medical Mistrust and Health Liter-
acy

Contribution 2 Comparative Safety of Sulfonylurea and Met- 7 8 CFR 204.5(h)(3)(v) — Criterion
formin Monotherapy on the Risk of Heart 5

Failure: A Cohort Study
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Contribution Core paper Indep. cites Supports

Contribution 3 Social support and diabetes distress among 7 8 CFR 204.5(h)(3)(v) — Criterion
adults with type 2 diabetes covered by Alabama 5
Medicaid
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