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We calculate the 2024 impact factors of 36 most widely used journals in Astro-
physics, using the citations collated by NASA/ADS (Astrophysics Data System) and
compare them to the official impact factors. This includes journals which publish
papers outside of astrophysics such as PRD, EPJC, Nature etc. We also propose a new
metric to gauge the impact factor based on the median number of citations in a jour-
nal and calculate the same for all the journals. We find that the ADS-based impact
factors are mostly in agreement, albeit higher than the official impact factors for most
journals. The journals with the maximum fractional difference in median-based and
old impact factors are JHEAP and PTEP. We find the maximum difference between
the ADS and official impact factor for Nature.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Every journal in the area of astrophysics has an associated
impact factor. A few journals also have other metrics such as
CiteScore, ℎ-index, and Journal citation indicator. The Journal
Impact Factor, was originally created as a tool to help librarians
identify journals to purchase, not as a measure of the scien-
tific quality of research in an article (San Francisco, 2018).
However, it is one of the most widely used metrics to gauge
the impact and importance of a journal. Note however that a
number of caveats related to impact factors have been identi-
fied in astronomy literature (Frogel, 2010). Also the citations
in a journal do not always correlate with the impact factor.
For example, two very similar papers on the abundance of
Lithium in our galaxy have been published in Nature (M. Spite
& Spite, 1982) (impact factor of 50.5) as well as Astronomy
and Astrophysics (F. Spite & Spite, 1982) (5.4). However,
among these, F. Spite and Spite (1982) has more number of
citations (898) compared to M. Spite and Spite (1982) (223).
In this manuscript, we do a meta-analysis of the impact factors
of some of the most widely used Astrophysics journals.

The current method to calculate the official impact factor,
which we refer to as Old Impact Factor in year 𝑛 is defined

as the ratio of the total number of citations in year 𝑛 − 1 of all
papers published in the journal during years 𝑛 − 2 and 𝑛 − 3,
divided by the number of refereed papers published in those
same years (Garfield, 1999) 1

IFold(𝑛) =
𝐶𝑛−1

𝑃𝑛−2 + 𝑃𝑛−3
(1)

where:
• 𝐶𝑛−1 is the total number of citations in year 𝑛−1 to papers

published in years 𝑛 − 2 and 𝑛 − 3.
• 𝑃𝑛−2 is the number of refereed papers published in the

journal in year 𝑛 − 2.
• 𝑃𝑛−3 is the number of refereed papers published in the

journal in year 𝑛 − 3.
Therefore, the impact factor of a journal in 2024 is equal to
the total citations received in 2023 for all papers published in
that journal in 2021 and 2022. It does not include the citations
published in the same year as the journal publication. The cita-
tions include both refereed and unrefereed publications. It is to

1https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Impact_factor
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be noted that sometimes an alternate definition has been used,
where the impact factor was defined as the average of citations
in 2022 for papers published in 2021 and citations in 2023 for
papers published in 2022 (Abt, 2006a). It has also been noted
that citation counts for astronomical papers peak at five years
after publication (Abt, 1981) For this reason, it would also
make sense to use a five year impact factor, which is sometimes
reported for some journals.

The official impact factors are calculated by the Clarivate
company 2, and are based on the citations obtained using the
bibliometric data from Web of Science, which is owned by
Clarivate. These citations are also sometimes referred to as
Science Citation Index (SCI) (Frogel, 2010)

It has been pointed out that sometimes citations are missed
or not attributed to the right person (Will, 2014). Further-
more, errors in citations collated by Institute for Scientific
Information have been noted, because of non-standard con-
ventions used by astronomers (Helmet A. Abt, 2004). There-
fore, we re-evaluate the impact factors using citations collated
by NASA/ADS (Kurtz et al., 2000), which is the definitive
resource and database for all astrophysics publications and
compare them to the official impact factors.

Furthermore, we also propose a new impact factor based
on the median number of citations, which we refer to as New
Impact Factor. The New Impact Factor in year 𝑛 is defined
as the median of the citations in year 𝑛 − 1 to all the refer-
eed papers published in the journal during years 𝑛 − 2 and
𝑛 − 3. This impact factor has also been previously defined in
literature (Rousseau, 2005) and has been argued to be a better
metric for cardiovascular journals (Opthof, 2019). However,
this median-based impact factor has not been calculated for
astrophysical journals. Sometimes the impact factors of jour-
nals could show abrupt rise due to large number of citations
in a given year (Abt, 2006a), and hence the new impact fac-
tor would be more robust to such fluctuations. We have used
NASA/ADS to obtain the number of citations for the calcula-
tion of the New Impact Factor. This new impact factor would
help assess the robustness of the impact factor. If there is a
large difference, it would imply that the latest impact factors
have been elevated because of only a handful of publications.

We should point out that although some meta-analysis of
citations and impact factors of a few astronomical journals
have been done before (Abt, 2006a; Helmet A. Abt, 2004),
a large number of new journals in astrophysics have come
up within the last two decades such as JCAP, Physics of
Dark Universe, Open Journal of Astrophysics, Journal of
High Energy Astrophysics, Astronomy and Computing, etc
which are widely being used by astrophysicists for submit-
ting manuscripts, because of their impact factors and no page

2https://mjl.clarivate.com/home

charges. Among these, Open Journal of Astrophysics has not
yet received an official impact factor at the time of writing.
Furthermore, many Physics journals such as PRL, Physical
Review D, Physics Letters B, EPJC, PTEP, etc are also regu-
larly used for papers in some areas of Astrophysics, especially
Cosmology, gravitational waves and compact objects. No such
citation analysis for these new journals have been done in liter-
ature. Therefore, this is one of the motivations for doing such
a study.

The manuscript is structured as follows. The methodology
and results are described in Sect. 2 and we conclude in Sect. 3.

2 RESULTS

We considered 36 journals which are widely used in all areas
of astronomy and astrophysics (including Cosmology, gravita-
tional waves and Particle Astrophysics). We have not consid-
ered journals in Planetary Science, Solar Terrestrial Physics
and related areas, although it is straightforward to extend
these studies to these or (any other) journals. We collated
the citations using NASA/ADS API available at https://ui
.adsabs.harvard.edu/help/api/. Some of journals con-
sidered such as PRD, PhRvL, PLB, PTEP, EPJC, EL also
contain papers outside of Astrophysics, in the area of Particle
Physics (EPJC, PRD), or in all areas of Physics (PhRvL, PLB,
PTEP, EL). Some journals such as Nature and Science also
accept papers outside of Physics and Astronomy. However, we
only considered astrophysics papers published in the above
journals which are tagged using “collections:astronomy” in
ADS.

Our results are summarized in Table 1 with the full names
of the journals in Table 2 . For comparison, we have also
shown the official impact factor available in the journal web-
sites. Note that the Open Journal of Astrophysics (OJAP)
does not yet have an official impact factor, as it has not yet
been calculated by Clarivate. Therefore, that column is left
blank. Furthermore, the official impact factor for some of the
Physics-based journals also include non-astrophysics papers.

Some of the salient features based on the results in Table 1
are as follows:

• Our results for the impact factor calculated using ADS
agree with the official impact factor for almost all research
journals within ±1. The only exceptions are PRD, PTEP,
PhRvL, ARAA, ApJL. The maximum difference is seen
for PhRvL of about 6. However, the reason could be
that we have restricted our analysis to only Astrophysics-
based publications, whereas the official impact factor

https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/help/api/
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/help/api/
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TABLE 1 Summary of old and new impact factors of 36 astrophysics journals for 2024. The first column indicates the journal
abbreviation used by NASA/ADS. These abbreviations are defined in Table 2 . The second column shows the official impact
factor indicated on the journal website. The third and fourth columns indicate the old and new (based on median) impact factors
calculated using NASA/ADS. For all journals we have only considered astrophysics publications in these journals which are
tagged as “collections:astronomy” in NASA/ADS. However, the official impact factor shown on the journal website also takes
into account non-Astrophysics papers.

Journal Code Official Impact factor (Old) Impact Factor using ADS New Impact Factor using ADS
A&A 5.4 6.00 4

A & A rev 27.8 30.59 13
A&C 1.9 1.83 1
AN 1.1 1.04 0
ApJ 4.8 5.37 3

ApJL 8.8 10.04 5
ApJS 8.6 9.30 4

Ap&SS 1.8 1.35 1
APh 4.2 4.37 1

ARAA 26.3 28.36 21
AstL 1.1 1.01 1

CQGra 3.6 4.22 2
EL 1.8 3.36 2

EPJC 4.2 4.63 3
IJMPD 1.8 2.33 1
JApA 1.1 1.17 0

JHEAp 10.2 9.41 2
JCAP 5.3 6.33 4

MNRAS 4.8 5.20 3
Nat 50.5 8.49 0

NatAst 12.8 13.24 2
NewA 1.1 1.28 0
OJAP N/A 3.79 1
PDU 5.0 4.14 2
PASA 4.5 4.77 3
PASJ 2.2 2.59 1
PASP 3.3 3.51 1
PHLB 4.3 5.05 3
PhRvL 8.1 14.02 9
PRD 4.6 6.43 4
PTEP 8.3 6.39 1
RAA 1.8 1.74 1

RvMP 45.9 46.64 35
Sci 44.7 12.17 1

SSRV 9.1 6.94 5

includes publications outside of Astrophysics, which may
not always be collated by ADS.

• For most journals, the ADS impact factor is greater than
the official one except for AP&SS (0.45) A&C (0.07),
JHEAP (0.8), PDU (0.86), PTEP (1.9), RAA (0.06), AstL

(0.09). This mostly agrees with previous such compari-
son studies. For example, Abt (2006b) had noted that
ADS has 15% additional citations compared to SCI. Fro-
gel (2010) has noted that the ratio of citations of ADS to
SCI ranges from 1.22 to 2.17 between 2001 and 2006.
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• Most of the review papers (ARAA, A&ARv, RvMP,
SSRV) considered except RvMp have a difference
between official and ADS based impact factors of greater
than 1. Among these review papers, A&ARv has the
largest difference between the new and old impact factor
(of around 17).

• The three journals with the maximum fractional differ-
ence between the new and old impact factor are JHEAP
(300%) and PTEP (500%), where fractional increase is
the ratio of the difference between the two impact fac-
tors divided by the new impact factor. This is due to
outliers in the number of citations for both the papers,
which we mention below. For JHEAP this is due to the
paper Abdalla et al. (2022) which has 276 citations in
2023, while the second highest cited paper has 36 cita-
tions (Vagnozzi, Pacucci, & Loeb, 2022). Both of these
publications are in the area of Cosmology. For PTEP,
there are three papers with citations over 50 which are
Akutsu et al. (2021); Kawamura et al. (2021); Mei et al.
(2021) having citations of 96, 82, and 60 respectively. All
the three publications are related to gravitational wave
detectors.

• If we consider journals with high impact factors which
include non-astrophysics journals such as Nature, Sci-
ence, PRL, the maximum difference between the official
and ADS-based impact factor is Nature with a difference
of 42. The journal Science shows a corresponding differ-
ence of 32. Also the new impact factor of Nature is zero,
as most of the astronomy related publications in Nature
have zero citations in 2023. One possible reason for the
low value of the impact factor for Nature could be due to
the advent of the journal Nature Astronomy, is increas-
ingly being used to supersede Nature for astrophysics
related papers.

3 CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have done an extensive meta-analysis of cita-
tions of some of the most widely used Astrophysics journals,
including new journals from the last two decades. We have
independently calculated the 2024 impact factors of 36 Astro-
physics and Physics journals, which accept astrophysics papers
using NASA/ADS database and compared them to the offi-
cial impact factor of each journal, which have been obtained
using the SCI based citations calculated by Clarivate. We also
proposed a new impact factor based on the median number
of citations and calculated the same for all the journals. Our
results for all the three impact factors can be found in Table 1 .

We find that the impact factors using ADS for most research
journals are in agreement with the official impact factors. The
maximum difference is obtained for PhRvL (6). However,
this maybe due to the fact that our analysis only considers
astrophysics journals, whereas the official impact factor also
includes non astrophysics journals. However for most journals,
the ADS based impact factor is higher than the official impact
factor. This is due to the fact that the citations in ADS are larger
than that in SCI, which has been noted before (Frogel, 2010).
The journals showing the largest fractional difference between
new and old impact factors are JHEAP and PTEP of 300-
500%. We also find the maximum difference between ADS
and official impact factor for Nature of around 50. The new
impact factor for Nature is 0. Therefore, the high impact factor
of Nature is currently being driven by publications outside of
Astrophysics.

In a future work, we shall also do a similar analysis for five
year impact factors given the observations in Abt (1981). We
however note that the concept of impact factor is still fraught
with caveats and does not tell us which journal is useful for
research. In the spirit of open science, we have made our
analysis codes publicly available at https://github.com/
Rithvik-2003/ImpactFactor/, which anyone can use to do
a similar study for any other journal, whose papers are indexed
in NASA/ADS.
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