EASE statement on inappropriate use of impact factors
The journal impact factor was developed as a means to measure the impact of scientific journals [1 2].
Over time, its use has been extended to measuring the quality of scientific journals, the quality of
individual articles and the productivity of individual researchers [3 4]. Impact factors are nowadays
even used in academic appointments, to evaluate grant applications and to allocate other financial
support for research programmes [5 6].
The impact factor, however, is not always a reliable instrument for measuring the quality of journals [7
8]. Its use for purposes for which it was not intended, causes even greater unfairness [9–12].
Therefore the European Association of Science Editors recommends that journal impact factors are
used only – and cautiously – for measuring and comparing the influence of entire journals, but not for
the assessment of single papers, and certainly not for the assessment of researchers or research
programmes either directly or as a surrogate.
1
“The “impact factor” is similar to the quantitative measure obtained by Gross in evaluating the
relative importance of scientific journals [...]”.
Garfield E. Citation indexes for science. A new dimension in documentation through association of
ideas. Science. 1955 Jul 15;122(3159):108–111.
2
“Measures of citation frequency and impact factor should be helpful in determining the
optimum makeup of both special and general [library journal] collections.”
Garfield E. Citation analysis as a tool in journal evaluation. Journals can be ranked by frequency and
impact of citations for science policy studies. Science. 1972 Nov 3;178(60):471–479.
3
“While the IFS [impact factor score] was designed to assess journals, there are frequent
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“Universities in Germany, for instance, regularly plug the impact factor of journals in which
scientists publish into formulae to help them determine departmental funding. The Italian Association
for Cancer Research requires grant applicants to complete worksheets calculating the average impact
factor of the journals in which their publications appear. [...] [In Finland] government funding for
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