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The Impacts of Authorship on the Future Citations of
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ABSTRACT

This paper aims to explore the impacts of various authorship-related factors on future citations of conference
articles in Information Science discipline. A large body of bibliometric studies has suggested that the impacts
of various authorship-related factors on the future citations vary by the discipline and there is no well-grounded
factor that is unanimously significant across all academic fields. That is, it is necessary to separately assess
the impact of authorship-related factors on Information Science articles. Moreover, while a number of
bibliometric studies have focused on journal articles, the exploration of conference articles has been
significantly fewer. Therefore, this study, which is based on 1,957 conference articles in Tnformation Science’
field, examined several factors about authors and the contributions of the factors to the future citation.
The sources of citation rates of conference articles were Google Scholar and Scopus. As the results, among
eight factors considered in this paper, the first authors’ publishing tenure and job title and the average
number of publications of other authors significantly contributed to the changes of citations. However,
the number of authors, the number of affiliated institues, the number of the first authors’ publications
and the average publishing tenure of the other authors made little contributions on citations.
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