It is normally expected that any human activity is periodically reviewed.   This applies to published scientific journals also.   Originally the coverage and inclusion in secondary and tertiary services had been considered as some kind of indicator for the quality of the publication.   But in recent times, the impact factor in its manifestations has been more or less accepted as a measure of the quality of the publication.   Even though, impact factors are announced every year the coverage appears to be limited to various reasons including he norms set by ISI or its current publishers.  It is often argued or claimed that ISI (or the current publishers) has included and captured nearly 80-90% of the worthwhile literature in science,   However, there are always limitations in any chosen indicator for evaluation and positioning the journals.   

The purpose of this short write up is not to consider the various aspects of impact factors but to see what has come out of all these creativity that has been generated in providing a number with three decimal places for ranking the journals and how the impact factors have captured the minds of all people even if the full significance of this factor is not realized by all of us who make use of these factors. 

The questions that can be raised are as follows:

1. Simply citation of a work is a reflection of quality?

2. If journals position themselves based on impact factor why this craze by every one to advertise their impact factors and also proclaim that they have improved over the last 5 years over 100% or so?   Is this improvement of simply got more advertisement and visibility.

To demonstrate this point we reproduce a figure that was given out by a leading journal in the last few days comparing them to other journals of the same discipline.
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Fig 1. Variation of the Impact factor for the past 6 years for leading physical chemistry journals.

The claim is what was impact factor around 1.9 become 4.2 showing over 100% improvement in impact factor.   It is improvement or more visibility? 

3. If impact factors are reflecting quality, then why the journals show anxiety to show their impact factor improvement every year, since quality is an intrinsic property will reflect itself and also it will be normally experienced.

4. Are these journals are competing for submissions by authors or are they interested in quality.   If they are competing, then the advertisement of impact factors is justified since it is a market driven, but if it is for quality, then some other intrinsic effects have to be ascertained.
It is proposed to continue this discussion in more expanded platform so that one may not be too much carried away by this factor in their pursuit for knowledge.

