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Abstract 

We examined the growth trajectory and impact of COVID-19-related papers in the scientific 

literature until August 1, 2024 and how the scientific workforce was engaged in this work. 

Scopus indexed 718,660 COVID-19-related publications. As proportion of all indexed 

scientific publications, COVID-19-related publications peaked in September 2021 (4.7%) 

remained at 4.3-4.6% for another year and then gradually declined, but was still 1.9% in July 

2024). COVID-19-related publications included 1,978,612 unique authors: 1,127,215 authors 

had ≥5 full papers in their career and 53,418 authors were in the top-2% of their scientific 

subfield based on a career-long composite citation indicator. Authors with >10%, >30% and 

>50% of their total career citations be to COVID-19-related publications were 376,942, 

201,702, and 125,523, respectively. As of August 1, 2024, 65 of the top-100 most-cited 

papers published in 2020 were COVID-19-related, declining to 24/100, 19/100, 7/100, and 

5/100 for the most-cited papers published in 2021, 2022, 2023, and 2024, respectively. 

Across 174 scientific subfields, 132 had ≥10% of their active influential (top-2% by 

composite citation indicator) authors publish something on COVID-19 during 2020-2024. 

Among the 300 authors with highest composite citation indicator specifically for their 

COVID-19-related publications, 41 were editors or journalists/columnists and another 23 had 

most of their COVID-19 citations to published items other than full papers (opinion 

pieces/letters/notes). COVID-19 massively engaged the scientific workforce in 

unprecedented ways. As the pandemic ended, there has been a sharp decline in the overall 

volume and high impact of newly published COVID-19-related publications.   
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Significance statement 

 COVID-19 massively mobilized the scientific workforce. Between 2020 and 2024, 

over 700,000 papers were published on COVID-19, including 2 million different authors. 

Across science, almost a third of authors at the top-2% of citation impact in their subfield 

published on COVID-19. There was a sharp decline in the proportion of COVID-19 papers 

across science after 2022 and an even more sharp decline in the proportion of COVID-19 

papers reaching the highest level of citations. Authors with the highest COVID-19 citation 

impact prominently included many who were editors, journalists/columnists and opinion 

writers publishing massively. While other epidemics also witnessed sharp increases and 

subsequent decline in interest, the magnitude of the covidization and decovidization process 

is unique in the scientific literature to-date.   
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INTRODUCTION 

 The COVID-19 pandemic was a major crisis that mobilized wide segments of the 

scientific workforce and led to a large corpus of scientific publications. Earlier analyses 

suggested that by August 1, 2021, more than 200,000 Scopus-indexed publications were 

related to COVID-19 (1). More than 700,000 unique authors were involved in these 

publications with contributions from authors specializing across all  174 subfields of science 

(according to the Science-Metrix classification) (1). Moreover, in 109 of the 174 subfields, at 

least 1 in 10 of the most-cited authors (according to a composite citation indicator) (2) had 

published something on COVID-19. Another analysis, focusing on 2020 and the first part of 

2021 (3) found that almost all of the 100 most-cited publications across science in this 

timeframe were related to COVID-19. COVID-19-related work was on average more cited 

than work in other fields and this resulted in massive increases in the journal impact factor of 

some journals and the creation of a new generation of highly-cited scientists (3,4). A new 

citation elite of authors was created by those who massively boosted their citation metrics 

with their COVID-19 work (3). The massive growth and wide extent of COVID-19-related 

publications has led to discussions and concerns about the covidization of the research 

enterprise (5,6).   

 Since this earlier work, the pandemic has run its course and ended (7), but some of the 

repercussions continue to exist and attract scientific interest. The current analysis aims to 

assess the growth trajectory and impact of COVID-19-related papers in the scientific 

literature during a period of 4.5 years (from the beginning of 2020 to 1 August 2024) and to 

examine how the scientific workforce was engaged in this work and potentially disengaged 

after the crisis had de-escalated. One might hypothesize that both volume and impact may 

have peaked and declined, perhaps with some time lag with the course of the hard pandemic 

indicators (e.g. COVID-19-related deaths). However, it is unclear whether the pattern of 
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decline is qualitatively different to the decline seen for other acute epidemics, such as Zika, 

H1N1, or Ebola that also attracted sudden scientific attention in the past, albeit at much 

smaller scale (8-15).  Hence, we are using Scopus data until August 2024 to understand better 

the process of covidization and the potential pace of a respective decovidization of the 

scientific literature.  

METHODS 

Protocol 

 The protocol for this meta-research analysis was registered in advance at Open 

Science Framework: https://osf.io/84bdt. 

Search strategy for eligible COVID-19 publications 

We used a copy of the Scopus database (16) extracted on 1 August 2024. We 

followed the exact same search strategy for identifying COVID-19 publications, as in 

previous work (1), using the  query: TITLE-ABS-KEY(sars-cov-2 OR ‘coronavirus 2’ OR 

‘corona virus 2’ OR covid-19 OR {novel coronavirus} OR {novel corona virus} OR 2019-

ncov OR covid OR covid19 OR ncovid-19 OR ‘coronavirus disease 2019’ OR ‘corona virus 

disease 2019’ OR corona-19 OR SARS-nCoV OR ncov-2019) AND PUBYEAR > 2018. As 

in that previous work, we also further filtered the dataset using the Elsevier International 

Center for the Study of Research Lab infrastructure to publications indexed (loaded) in 

Scopus in 2020 or later, and with the publication year of 2020 or greater. We evaluated 

publication dates by month, where month was available. When publication month was either 

unavailable or exceeded the indexing date, we used the indexing date instead. This accounts 

for cases where an article is published early, but the official journal issue appears later. We 

were interested in the date at which publications became available to the public rather than 

official publication dates. 
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Also similar to previous work (1), we considered both publications in peer-reviewed 

venues and preprints. To avoid double counting of the same item published both in a peer-

reviewed journal and as a preprint, or/and in two preprint servers, we identified and filtered 

out duplicates by matching against author names and titles. We applied methods used for 

unstructured reference linking (17) ranking documents based on similarity of fields. The best 

match is based on the overlap between words in the title and author names. We excluded 

preprints that link to either a non-preprint item, such as journal articles, or an earlier preprint. 

The result of this step is the exclusion of 38,641 preprints.  

We further focused on the 6,653,434 “active” authors who have at least one Scopus-

indexed publication since 2020 and who have also authored in their entire career at least five 

Scopus-indexed papers classified as articles, reviews or conference papers (“full articles”). 

This excludes authors with limited recent presence in the scientific literature and some author 

IDs that may represent split fragments of the publication record of more prolific authors. 

Field classification 

All authors were assigned to their most common field and subfield discipline of their 

career by field breakdown of their publications. Similar to previous work (1), we used the 

Science Metrix classification of science, which is a standard mapping of all science into 21 

main fields and 174 subfield disciplines (18). 

Influential scientists 

We also examined how COVID-19 has affected the publication portfolio of 

researchers whose work has the largest citation impact in the literature. We used the career-

long citation statistics calculated with the Scopus database of 1 August 2024 (19). Each 

author has been assigned to the main field and main subfield based on the largest proportion 

of publications across fields, and analysis is restricted to the top 2% authors per Science 

Metrix subfield. We have previously developed a composite citation indicator (2,20,21) that 
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combines information on six indices: total citations, Hirsch h-index, Schreiber hm-index, 

citations to single-authored papers, citations to first- or single-authored papers, and citations 

to first-, single- or last-authored papers. Self-citations are excluded from all calculations.  

Accordingly 212,343 scientists can be classified as being in the top 2% of their main subfield 

discipline based on the citations that their work received through the end of 2023. Of those, 

174,764 were active and had published at least one paper also in 2020-2024. 

Authors with high citation impact of their COVID-19 publication record 

We also identified the 300 authors whose COVID-19 publications to date had the 

highest citation impact.  The same composite citation indicator for all authors was calculated 

limited to COVID-19-related publications and the top-300 highest scoring authors were 

selected.   

Analyses 

 The following descriptive analyses were done on the data generated as stated above. 

First, we obtained the total number of COVID-19-related publications and the total number of 

authors involved (overall; among those who published at least one item in 2020-2024 and had 

at least 5 full papers in their career; and among those in the top-2% of impact who also 

published at least one item in 2020-2024). We also noted how many authors in these three 

authors’ sets had >10%, >30% and >50% of their total career-long citations be to COVID-19-

related publications.   

Second, we evaluated the monthly publication of COVID-19-related items from 

January 2020 until mid-2024 to identify if there was a peak and if so, how rapid and 

extensive the decline had been afterwards. We used both absolute counts of published items 

as well as proportions of total Scopus items. Proportionate analysis is  more reliable to assess 

changes over time, since the number of total published items indexed each month is 

increasing over time and indexing may have some time lag thus absolute counts may be 
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lower in very recent months. The curve of monthly COVID-19-related items was also 

juxtaposed against the bursts of bibliographic coverage of other epidemics that attracted 

sudden attention in the past. For these analyses, published items were found in Scopus using 

the search terms “Zika”, “H1N1”, and “Ebola” with the period of interest starting in 2016, 

2009, and 2014, respectively. Given the older time frames where monthly data may not be 

accurate, we used annual data for the other epidemics. Furthermore, in exploratory analyses 

we assessed the citation of COVID-19-related papers overall and per month versus other 

papers published in 2020-2024.     

Third, we evaluated how many of the top-100 most-cited papers published in 2020 

were on COVID-19, and how this declined for the 100 most-cited papers published in 2021, 

2022, 2023, and the first part of 2024. For generating the lists of the top-cited papers, we used 

citations received as of 1 August 2024. In order to see if the most-cited COVID-19 highly-

cited papers were gradually falling off the top-cited list of the most-cited items across all 

science, we compared these numbers against figures on the top-100 of each year based on 

citations received until the end of 2020, end of 2021, end of 2022, and end of 2023.   

Fourth, we evaluated for each of the 174 scientific subfields what was the proportion 

of active (those with at least one published item in 2020-2024) top-2% influential scientists 

who had published something on COVID-19 in 2020, in 2021, in 2022, in 2023, and in the 

first part of 2024.  We then noted how many subfields in each year had at least 5%, 10%, 

30%, and 50% of their active top-2% influential scientists publishing anything on COVID-19. 

We hypothesized that after an initial mobilization of expertise across many diverse fields, 

over time only specific fields would continue to have many top-cited scientists publishing on 

COVID-19.  

Fifth, for each of the 300 authors with the highest composite citation indicator for 

their COVID-19 publications, we recorded how many citations their COVID-19-related work 
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had received in 2020, in 2021, in 2022, in 2023, and in first part of 2024. We then examined 

whether the median proportion of citations received decreased over time. We also examined 

to what extent the list of the 300 top-cited authors for COVID-19 related work by 1 August 

2024 overlapped with the list of the 300 top-cited authors for COVID-19-related work by 1 

August 2021 generated in our previous analysis (1). This allowed to examine if the COVID-

19 citation elite was largely determined in the early phases of the pandemic.  Upon collating 

the list of the 300 top-cited authors, we observed that many, especially those at the very top 

of the list, were editors or journalists/columnists rather than scientists contributing original 

work. Therefore, we also assessed how many of the 300 were editors or 

journalists/columnists with most of all COVID-19 citation impact related to that role; and 

how many were other scientists who had >50% of their citations to COVID-19-related 

publications given to items that were not full papers (“articles”, “reviews” or “conference 

papers” in the Scopus classification of published items), i.e. largely to opinion pieces, letters 

and shorter notes.     

RESULTS 

COVID-19 published items and authors 

 As of 1 August 2024, Scopus classified 718,660 published items as relevant to 

COVID-19. This number accounts for 3.6% of the 19,971,245 published items across all 

science in the period 1 January 2020 until 1 August 2024. The COVID-19-related published 

items were classified by Scopus as articles (453,331, 63.1%), reviews (59,920, 8.3%), letters 

(43,781, 6.1%), conference papers (42,354, 5.9%), non-matched preprints (33,166, 4.6%), 

notes (25,423, 3.5%), editorials (23,486, 3.3%) and other items (37,199, 5.2%).   

The 718,660 COVID-19-related items include 1,978,612 unique authors (with 

different Scopus IDs), amounting to 9.7% of the 20,365,211 author IDs who have published 

at least 1 paper of any type and on any topic in 2020-first part of 2024. Among the 6,653,434 
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authors who have published anything that is Scopus-indexed in 2020-first part of 2024 and 

who have also authored in their entire career at least five Scopus-indexed full papers 

(classified as articles, reviews or conference papers), 1,127,215 of these authors (16.9%) had 

at least one published and indexed COVID-19-related item.  When further limited to the top-

2% in citation impact, there were 53,418  authors out of 174,764 (30.6%) with at least one 

published and indexed COVID-19 item.  

A total of 921,211 authors (376,886 with at least 5 full papers, 2,471 among the top-

2%) had >10% of their total career-long citations be to COVID-19-related work. This 

represented 4.5%, 5.7%, and 1.4%, of the total authors across science in these categories, 

reprctively. The respective number of authors with >30% of their total career-long citations 

be to COVID-19-related work was 703,319 (201,707 with at least 5 full papers, 602 among 

the top-2%). With a >50% citation threshold, the number of authors was 584,397 (125,665 

with at least 5 full papers, 210 among the top-2%).  

Monthly COVID-19-related publications 

 Figure 1 shows the monthly COVID-19-related publications in absolute numbers 

(Figure 1A) and as percentage of total published publications across all science (Figure 1B). 

As shown, the peak percentage was reached in September 2021 with 4.7% of all items 

published that month and the percentage remained very high, at 4.3-4.6%, for another year. 

This period corresponds also to last peak of COVID-19-related deaths globally (February 

2022). There was steady decline afterwards, but even in July 2024 COVID-19-related papers 

still accounted for 1.9% of all published items across science. This represented a 60% decline 

from the peak value. Conversely, COVID-19 deaths recorded globally had declined by more 

than 95% of the last peak (February 2022) by summer 2023 and remained as low or lower 

after this. 
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 In the cases of Zika, H1N1, and Ebola, there was also a prompt steeper decline after 

the peak (Figure 1C). Of interest, with the emergence of the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020, 

these other epidemic infections also showed a renewal of interest with an increase of their 

relative percentage during 2020. The increase was entirely due to papers that were also 

COVID-19-related (Figure 1D).   

 The COVID-19-related items have received 10,453,962 citations in total. As shown in 

Figure 2A, monthly citations have remained very high even in the first part of 2024, but they 

do not seem to increase further and they are distributed to an increasing volume of total 

COVID-19-related papers. Among all papers across science published in 2020 forward, 

COVID-19-related papers reached a peak 37% of total citations by April 2020, but had 

steeply declined to 3% by mid-2024 (Figure 2B).  As shown in Figure 3, COVID-19-related 

papers were far more cited than other papers in 2020 and in 2021 and this resulted even in a 

shift of the citation distribution across all science (Figure 3A and B). This shift pattern was 

no longer discernible in 2022 and 2023 (Figure 3C and D).      

COVID-19-related items among the top-100 most-cited across science 

 As shown in Table 1, by mid-2024, COVID-19-related items accounted for the large 

majority of the top-100 most-cited items across science published in 2020, but the proportion 

sharply declined afterwards and for the first part of 2024 only 5 of the top-100 most-cited 

items were related to COVID-19. The proportion of COVID-19-related items among the top-

100 most-cited items across science was the highest in 2020 and 2021 and then sharply 

declined in subsequent years. 

Involvement of 2% top-cited scientists in COVID-19-related publications across 

scientific subfields 

 As shown in Table 2, in every calendar year the large majority of the 174 subfields of 

science had at least 5% of their top-2% most-cited authors published something on COVID-
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19 and the majority of fields had even >10% of their top-cited authors publish on COVID-19. 

In a modest minority of subfields, every year >50% of the top-cited authors published on 

COVID-19, but this was limited by 2023 to only Emergency and Critical Medicine, Virology, 

Public Health, and Geriatrics (2024 calendar year data are not yet complete). When 

considering the entire 2020-first part of 2024 period, almost all scientific subfields (157/174, 

90%) had at least 5% of their top-cited authors publish on COVID-19, and 17 scientific 

subfields (10%) had more than half of their top-cited authors publish on COVID-19.   

Authors with highest citation impact for COVID-19 publications 

 Supplementary Table S1 shows the 300 authors with the highest impact on their 

COVID-19-related publications based on a composite citation indicator limited to their 

COVID-19-related items and excluding self-citations. Among these 300 authors, the median 

proportion  of the citations received to their COVID-19 work was 35% in 2020, 59% in 2021, 

62% in 2022, 54% in 2023, and 45% in the first half of 2024 suggesting that for most of them 

in each calendar year COVID-19 was their main source of citation impact with only modest 

decline after a peak in 2022. 41 of these 300 authors were editors of journalists/columnists in 

major journals and another 23 had received >50% of their citations to COVID-10-related 

publications to items that were not full papers (articles/reviews/conference papers), but 

typically opinion pieces (editorials and commentaries), letters/correspondence, or short notes, 

most of them published very early in the pandemic. Table 3 shows the 40 non-

editor/journalist/columnist authors with highest composite citation indicators of COVID-19-

related work, revealing a large diversity of main subfields of work and a scatter across very 

diverse countries and institutions. 33/40 had received >30% of their total citations in 2020-

first part of 2024 for COVID-19-related publications. Of the 300 most-cited authors for their 

COVID-19-related work as of 1 August 2021, 186 had remained on the top-300 list when 

data to 1 August 2024 were considered.  
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DISCUSSION 

This meta-research analysis shows that over 700,000 COVID-19-related published 

papers were indexed in Scopus in 2020-first part of 2024 and this work involved 2 million 

different authors. This amounted to approximately 4% of the scientific literature indexed in 

Scopus and approximately 10% of the publishing scientific workforce. The proportion of 

authors who were involved in some COVID-19 publications was even higher among 

scientists with a track record of at least 5 published items (17%) and even more so among the 

top-2% most cited scientists (31%), presumably because when authors are more prolific they 

are more likely to have been involved in at least one COVID-19-related paper among many 

others. Nevertheless, COVID-19 also created a new large scientific workforce that has been 

highly committed to it: for more than half a million authors, more than half of their citations 

to-date are to COVID-19-related items. COVID-19-related papers practically monopolized 

the top-ranks of the most-cited publications across all science during 2020 and 2021. Since 

then, there has been a sharp decline in the number of extremely highly cited COVID-19 

papers. There has been also a sharp decline in the continuing volume of COVID-19 

publications after the fall of 2022.  This is consistent with other prior epidemics where 

publication volume quickly declined after their acute phase. However, even by mid-2024 

very large numbers of COVID-19 papers continue to be published, accounting for 1.9% of all 

scientific papers, while at the same time COVID-19 deaths currently represent approximately 

a log10 scale lower proportion of all global deaths. COVID-19-related papers have already 

received more than 10 million citations, but the rate of new citations has stabilized and it is 

spread more thinly across a much larger volume of existing COVID-19-related papers. In the 

large majority of the 174 subfields of science, there was still a sizeable number of top-cited 

authors who have continued to published COVID-19-related work even during 2023 and the 

first part of 2024.  However, only 4 subfields have most of their top-cited authors continue to 
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publish on COVID-19 by 2023. The top-cited authors within the COVID-19 literature cover a 

diverse range of disciplines and most of them yield the majority of their citations through 

COVID-19-related work.    

The overall picture suggests a massive covidization and rapid decovidization of the 

scientific literature. The magnitude of these processes is unprecedented: the monthly volume 

of COVID-19 published papers at the covidization peak exceeded the volume of papers 

published by entire classic large disciplines such as Neuroscience, Ecology, Psychology, or 

Agriculture and it was more than an order of magnitude larger than the literature in fields like 

Mathematics (21). Even with ~60% decline since then, the number of monthly papers has 

remained very large in absolute numbers even in mid-2024. Some papers may represent work 

that was done a while ago and took time to get published. Looking forward, funding and 

incentives may regulate interest in future COVID-19 publications. Some journal editors in 

pursuit of boosting their impact factors may still have a perception that COVID-19 papers are 

more cited than other papers (4,22,23), although the advantage seems to have decreased or 

even disappeared currently. Teams that shifted their interest to COVID-19 may not find it 

easy to disengage and move back to their previous research agendas. Moreover, a large new 

scientific workforce has been created, counting more than half a million authors whose track 

record to-date is mostly on COVID-19. Even in the absence of a new resurgence of a 

coronavirus pandemic, large numbers of COVID-19-related publications may continue to be 

released for the foreseeable future. The lesser citation impact that they enjoy may 

nevertheless gradually create an increasing disincentive. Further follow-up of the trajectory of 

the COVID-19 corpus will be interesting to pursue to understand better its complex 

dynamics.      

The involvement of scientists in COVID-19 research was previously shown (1) to 

cover all 174 subfields of science already by the end of 2020. Wide involvement of very 
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diverse fields has continued until mid-2024. Interdisciplinarity is desirable. Conversely, the 

occupation of experts with research that is remote from their main expertise may be 

problematic. There is a large number of studies suggesting that much COVID-19-related 

research has been of low quality (24-30). It is unknown whether a more voluminous literature 

may be associated with better quality currently and in the future. By 2023, only very few 

scientific subfields (all of them highly relevant to COVID-19) had the majority of their top-

cited authors involved in COVID-19-related publications. This may herald some more 

focused, relevant expertise involved in currently published work.      

Finally, COVID-19 not only generated a large new workforce committed to its study, 

but also generated a new citation elite (3). Our current analysis show that the highest citation 

impact scientists are usually highly focused on COVID-19 work, and this has continued for 

4.5 years already with relatively little change overall. There is also a minority of influential 

COVID-19 researchers, nevertheless, who are also heavily cited in other scientific areas as 

well. A large number of the most influential authors on COVID-19 have been editors or 

journalists and columnists, mostly in high impact journals such as Nature, Science, BMJ, 

Lancet, and JAMA. Many others have obtained most of their citations to COVID-19 work 

through opinion pieces and letters/correspondence items rather than full articles. Many of 

these pieces were published very early in the pandemic and even though they were opinions 

or had limited data they attracted tremendous citations as they were available to be cited by 

the large volume of papers that followed. It has been observed across diverse scientific fields 

that early papers that achieve highly-cited status become ossified as references and new work, 

even if better, may not replace them (31). Moreover, the composite citation indicator that we 

used gives substantial weight to single- or first-authored publications. This may partly 

explain why several editorialists and columnists rank so highly. However, this alone would 

not suffice to rank them in the top positions of impact. The main reason is that many of these 
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people authored extreme numbers of editorial or journalistic articles, some of which attracted 

substantial citations given the venues where they were published (32). Previous work on 

these extremely publishing non-research authors has questioned whether having non-experts 

with such a heavy presence and influence in the most visible literature is desirable (32).  

There is also evidence for advocacy bias affecting the COVID-19 literature where  advocate 

authors with specific, biased viewpoints were given priority to spread massively their 

opinions (33,34).  

Some limitations of our work should be discussed. First, our search strategy may have 

missed some relevant papers and may have had imperfect specificity. However, the 

voluminous nature of the COVID-19 literature is unquestionable. If anything, many journals 

are not indexed in Scopus, so the number of COVID-19 papers and authors may be an 

underestimate. Furthermore, our search focused on title-abstract-keywords, which miss many 

papers that may have secondary but still substantive mentions of COVID-19 material. 

Second, recall and precision for author IDs in Scopus is very high (19), but some authors may 

have been split in more than one ID profile, and some papers of different authors may cluster 

in the same ID profile. Some author ID profiles with 1 or a few papers are difficult to prove 

whether they are indeed different authors or simply fragments from the track record of a more 

prolific other author.  The data on authors with at least 5 papers may thus be more reliable.  

Acknowledging these caveats, our analysis demonstrates massive covidization and 

rapid ongoing decovidization of the scientific literature. While the COVID-19 field still has 

several important questions to address, including long-term outcomes and consequences of 

the pandemic and the pandemic response measures and interventions, a more targeted 

evolution of this literature and rational, focused efforts rather than diffuse over-productivity 

may be preferable.       
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Table 1. Percentage of COVID-19-related items among the top-100 most-cited items across 

all science 

   Number of COVID-19 items among top-100 most-cited 

Citation analysis across all science performed at 

Year of 

publication 

End-

2020 

End-

2021 

End-

2022 

End-

2023 

2024 

(first 

part) 

2020 92 92 84 69 65 

2021 N/A 57 47 30 24 

2022 N/A N/A 47 29 19 

2023 N/A N/A N/A 4 7 

2024 (first part) N/A N/A N/A N/A 5 

 N/A: not applicable 
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Table 2. Scientific subfields (among a total of 174) that had at least 5%, 10%, 30% or 50% of 

their 2% top-cited authors (based on composite citation indicator, whole career impact to end-

2023) publish at least one COVID-19-related item in each calendar year and overall in 2020-

2024 (until 1 August 2024) 

    Subfields with representation among 2% top-cited authors  

    >=5%  >=10%  >=30%  >=50% 

Year  

2020    120  93  22  2 

2021    138  107  38  12 

2022    134  109  40  9 

2023    129  100  35  4 

2024 (first part)  109  81  15  2 

2020 to first part of 2024 157  132  71  17 
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Table 3. Top-40 authors with highest composite citation indicator for COVID-19-related 

published items during 2020-First Part of 2024. Editors and journalists/columnists are 

excluded.  

AUTHOR AFFILIATION  MAIN SUBFIELD SECOND SUBFIELD 

Krammer, Florian Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai usa Virology Immunology 

Ivanov, Dmitry Hochschule für Wirtschaft und Recht Berlin deu Operations Research Industrial Engineering & 

Automation 

Henry, Brandon M. Cincinnati Children's Hospital MC usa General Clinical Medicine General & Internal Medicine 

Lu, Hongzhou Second Affiliated Hospital of Southern Univ 

of Science and Technology 

chn Microbiology Oncology & Carcinogenesis 

Lippi, Giuseppe Università degli Studi di Verona ita General Clinical Medicine Cardiovascular System & Hem 

Ioannidis, John P.A.* Stanford Univ usa General & Internal Medicine Epidemiology 

Greenhalgh, Trisha* Univ of Oxford Medical Sciences Division gbr General & Internal Medicine Public Health 

Thachil, Jecko Univ of Manchester gbr Cardiovascular System & Hem Immunology 

Wilder-Smith, Annelies Organisation Mondiale de la Santé che Tropical Medicine Microbiology 

Iwasaki, Akiko Yale School of Medicine usa Immunology Developmental Biology 

Perlman, Stanley Univ of Iowa Carver College of Medicine usa Virology Immunology 

Jiang, Shibo Fudan University chn Virology Microbiology 

Taylor, Steven Univ of British Columbia can Clinical Psychology Psychiatry 

Banerjee, Debanjan Apollo Multispecialty Hospitals ind Psychiatry General & Internal Medicine 

Rajkumar, Ravi Philip Jawaharlal Institute of Postgraduate Medical 

Education and Research 

ind Psychiatry Public Health 

Graham, Barney S. NIH usa Immunology Virology 

Ludvigsson, Jonas F.* Karolinska Institutet swe Gastroenterology & 

Hepatology 

General & Internal Medicine 

Lin, Chung Ying National Cheng Kung University twn Psychiatry Public Health 

Barouch, Dan H. Beth Israel Deaconess MC usa Virology Immunology 

Lipsitch, Marc Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health usa Microbiology Epidemiology 

Gostin, Lawrence O. Georgetown Law usa Applied Ethics General & Internal Medicine 

Hotez, Peter J.* Baylor College of Medicine usa Tropical Medicine General & Internal Medicine 

Lee, Sherman Aclaracion Christopher Newport Univ usa Clinical Psychology Social Psychology 

Hui, David S.C. Chinese Univ of Hong Kong hkg Respiratory System Microbiology 
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Elfiky, Abdo A. Cairo Univ egy Biophysics Virology 

Baric, Ralph Univ of North Carolina at Chapel Hill usa Virology Microbiology 

Cao, Bin China-Japan Friendship Hospital chn Microbiology Respiratory System 

MacIntyre, Chandini R. UNSW Sydney aus Virology Microbiology 

McKee, Martin* LSHTM gbr Public Health General & Internal Medicine 

Cowling, Benjamin J. Univ of Hong Kong chn Microbiology General & Internal Medicine 

Greenberg, Neil King's College London gbr Psychiatry Environmental & Occupational 

Health 

Galea, Sandro* Boston Univ School of Public Health usa Public Health Psychiatry 

Koopmans, Marion P.G. Erasmus MC nld Microbiology Virology 

Horby, Peter Univ of Oxford gbr Microbiology General & Internal Medicine 

Tang, Ning Tongji Medical College of Huazhong Univ 

of Science and Technology 

chn Cardiovascular System & Hem General Clinical Medicine 

Larson, Heidi Jane LSHTM gbr Virology Public Health 

Sallam, Malik Univ of Jordan jor Immunology General & Internal Medicine 

Schwartz, David A. Perinatal Pathology Consulting usa Pathology Obstetrics & Reproductive 

Medicine 

Fauci, Anthony S.* NIAID usa Immunology General & Internal Medicine 

Cook, T. M. Royal United Hospitals Bath NHS 

Foundation Trust 

gbr Anesthesiology General & Internal Medicine 

Univ: University; MC: Medical Center; Hem: Hematology; * citations to COVID-19-related 

items accounting for <30% of total citations received in 2020-first part of 2024 
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FIGURE LEGENDS 

 

Figure 1. A. Monthly COVID-19 related publications in 2020-first part of 2024. B. 

Percentage of COVID-19-related publications in 2020-first part of 2024 among all science 

publications. C. Percentage of annual  Zika, H1N1, and Ebola-related publications among all 

science publications.  D. Percentage of annual Zika, H1N1, and Ebola-related publications 

among all science publications, separating those that are also COVID-19-related.   
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Figure 2. A. Monthly citations to COVID-19 related publications in 2020-first part of 2024. 

B. Percentage of citations to COVID-19 related publications as a proportion of citations given 

that month to all Scopus publications published in 2020-first part of 2024. 
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Figure 3. Distribution of citations received during the year of publication to papers published 

in 2020, 2021, 2022, and 2023 according to whether they were COVID-19-related, not 

COVID-19-related and overall (all science).  
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Supplementary Table 1. Top-300 authors with highest composite citation indicator for 

COVID-19-related published items during 2020-2024, excluding self-citations.  

 

AUTHOR AFFILIATION   PRIMARY SUBFIELD % COVID 

citations of 

career-long 

citations 

Mahase, Elisabeth* British Medical Journal gbr General & Internal Medicine 72% 

The Lancet*       47% 

Krammer, Florian Icahn School of Medicine at 

Mount Sinai 

usa Virology 58% 

Callaway, Ewen* Caring in Bristol Ltd gbr Developmental Biology 46% 

Ivanov, Dmitry Hochschule für Wirtschaft und 

Recht Berlin 

deu Operations Research 32% 

Henry, Brandon M. Cincinnati Children's Hospital 

Medical Center 

usa General Clinical Medicine 76% 

Burki, Talha*     General & Internal Medicine 48% 

Lu, Hongzhou Second Affiliated Hospital of 

Southern University of Science 

and Technology 

chn Microbiology 60% 

Coccia, Mario* Consiglio Nazionale delle 

Ricerche 

ita Business & Management 39% 

Ledford, Heidi*     General & Internal Medicine 70% 

Lippi, Giuseppe Università degli Studi di 

Verona 

ita General Clinical Medicine 27% 

Ioannidis, John 

P.A. 

Stanford University usa General & Internal Medicine 1% 

Wise, Jacqui* Kent gbr General & Internal Medicine 47% 

Greenhalgh, Trisha University of Oxford Medical 

Sciences Division 

gbr General & Internal Medicine 13% 

Iacobucci, Gareth* BMJ   General & Internal Medicine 48% 

Thachil, Jecko The University of Manchester gbr Cardiovascular System & 45% 
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Hematology 

Mallapaty, Smriti* Nature gbr Virology 48% 

Wilder-Smith, 

Annelies 

Organisation Mondiale de la 

Santé 

che Tropical Medicine 91% 

Iwasaki, Akiko Yale School of Medicine usa Immunology 25% 

Dyer, Owen* BMJ   General & Internal Medicine 57% 

Perlman, Stanley University of Iowa Carver 

College of Medicine 

usa Virology 29% 

Jiang, Shibo Fudan University chn Virology 29% 
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Netea, Mihai G. Radboud University Medical 

Center 

nld Immunology 8% 

Spyropoulos, Alex 

C. 

Donald and Barbara Zucker 

School of Medicine at 

Hofstra/Northwell 

usa Cardiovascular System & 

Hematology 

20% 

Zhou, Fei China-Japan Friendship 

Hospital 

chn Respiratory System 99% 

Cheshmehzangi, 

Ali 

Hiroshima University jpn Energy 39% 

Klok, Frederikus 

A. 

Leids Universitair Medisch 

Centrum 

nld Cardiovascular System & 

Hematology 

40% 

Cutler, David** Harvard University usa Health Policy & Services 4% 

Neurath, Markus F. Friedrich-Alexander-

Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg 

deu Gastroenterology & 

Hepatology 

2% 

Baber, Hasnan American University of 

Sharjah 

are Business & Management 58% 

Harapan, Harapan Universitas Syiah Kuala idn Virology 67% 

Wenham, Clare** London School of Economics 

and Political Science 

gbr General & Internal Medicine 72% 

de Bruin, Wändi 

Bruine 

University of Southern 

California 

usa Experimental Psychology 12% 

Yuen, Kwok Yung The University of Hong Kong chn Microbiology 39% 

Colson, Philippe AP-HM Assistance Publique - 

Hôpitaux de Marseille 

fra Microbiology 49% 

Hensher, David A. The University of Sydney aus Logistics & Transportation 5% 
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Business School 

McGonagle, 

Dennis 

University of Leeds gbr Arthritis & Rheumatology 9% 

Gandhi, Rajesh T. Massachusetts General 

Hospital 

usa Virology 25% 

Looi, Mun Keat* British Medical Journal gbr General & Internal Medicine 84% 

Pakpour, Amir H. Jönköping University swe Neurology & Neurosurgery 17% 

Binnicker, 

Matthew J. 

Mayo Clinic usa Microbiology 20% 

Alter, Galit Massachusetts Institute of 

Technology 

usa Immunology 36% 

Amanat, Fatima Icahn School of Medicine at 

Mount Sinai 

usa Microbiology 89% 

Bhopal, Raj** The University of Edinburgh gbr Public Health 7% 

Liang, Wenhua Guangzhou Medical 

University 

chn Oncology & Carcinogenesis 84% 

Buckee, Caroline 

O. 

Harvard T.H. Chan School of 

Public Health 

usa Tropical Medicine 22% 

Brufsky, Adam University of Pittsburgh 

School of Medicine 

usa Oncology & Carcinogenesis 3% 

Haleem, Abid Jamia Millia Islamia ind Business & Management 27% 

Liu, Yingxia Second Affiliated Hospital of 

Southern University of Science 

and Technology 

chn Virology 75% 

Iba, Toshiaki Juntendo University Graduate 

School of Medicine 

jpn Cardiovascular System & 

Hematology 

44% 

Ye, Qing Zhejiang University School of 

Medicine 

chn Virology 83% 

Prescott, Hallie C. University of Michigan, Ann 

Arbor 

usa Emergency & Critical Care 

Medicine 

36% 

Pfefferbaum, Betty University of Oklahoma 

College of Medicine 

usa Psychiatry 21% 

Yıldırım, Murat A�rı İbrahim Çeçen tur Public Health 83% 
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Üniversitesi 

Martins-Filho, 

Paulo Ricardo 

Université Fédérale de Sergipe bra Dentistry 36% 

 *editor, journalist or columnist with most of all COVID-19 citation impact related to that 

role **>50% of citations to COVID-10-related publications given to items that were not full 

papers (articles/reviews/conference papers).  
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