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The ways of research promotion in Sina educational-medical 

hospital  

Hadadi A1, Eshrati B2, Tavakoli H3 , Azimi MS4  

Abstract  

Introduction: The objective of this study is to clarify the opinions of scientific board 
members of Sina university hospital about medical research and the ways of promoting these 
researches.  

Materials and Methods: This is a grounded theory study in which we used in-depth 
interviews and focus group discussions. Scientific board members and different authorities of 
the hospital such as the chief of hospital and the deputy of education were participated in the 
study. We used three different FGDs. Each group included about 5 people. We also 
interviewed the chief, the deputy of education and the head of clinical research center of the 
hospital. 

Results: Most of the participants in our FGDs believed that the most important factor 
for research promotion in the hospital was preparation of a data base of patients. They also 
mentioned that, different research workshops are important for empowering scientific board 
members in research.   

Conclusion: According to our study the most important strategies for research 
promotion in Sina hospital are data bank preparation, providing repeated research workshops, 
revising the bureaucratic process of proposal approvals, revising the manner of evaluation of 
scientific board members and more participation of the department of epidemiology in clinical 
researches. 
Key word: Research promotion, grounded theory, Sina hospital 
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