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Organizations concerned with 
‘predatory’ publishing



Interchangeable terms? 



• 1662 - Royal Society of 
London asked King 
Charles II to publish a 
journal

• Aim of the 1st scientific 
journal – to improve 
knowledge among 
fellows

• 1665 – 1st issue of 
Philosophical 
Transactions published



Aim of publishing in our times
• Writing experience for students

• Credits for CPD

• PhD thesis

• Academic promotion

• Competition for research grants

• Service to profession (sharing knowledge, 
advancing patient care)

• Networking with peers

• Discovery (for Nature, Science, Lancet)



Survey of 1000 scientists (2013)
• Peer review and other 

quality factors are no 
longer the main 
determinants of 
submission choice (?)

• Relevance (24%), IFs 
(22%) and indexation 
(15%) are the top factors 
of choosing the right 
journals

http://howtopublishinjournals.com/2013/05/27/key-factors-when-selecting-a-journal-

poll-results/?goback=.anp_2569570_1369928456758_1



Updated checklist for choosing the right journal

✓Additionally -
clarify whether 
the open-access 
journal is 
blacklisted as 
‘predatory’ 



Best rheumatology journals



Ranking by SCImago Journal & Country Rank

http://scimagojr.com/



Be aware of ‘predatory’ journals

➢N of predatory articles - 53,000 in 2010, 420,000 in 2014

➢Average charge - 178$ per article







✓In December 2015, Pulsus sold four journals to Hindawi, 

Cairo, Egypt.

✓Pulsus journals are now owned by a newly created subsidiary 

of OMICS International, an alleged predatory publisher based 

in Hyderabad, India



Predatory journals with “high impact”



https://web.archive.org/web/20170111172309/https://scholarlyoa.com/individual-journals/





Journal titles?



• OMICS group publishes >700 open-access journals 
(www.omicsonline.org)

• 3 rheumatology journals (Journal of Vasculitis; 
Rheumatology: Current Research; Journal of 
Arthritis).

Journal titles??

http://www.omicsonline.org/


https://scholarlyoa.files.wordpress.com/2015/01/criteria-2015.pdf



What’s the difference:
Evidence on biomedical journals

•Cross-sectional study (July 2014)

•93 predatory vs. 99 legitimate open-access vs. 

100 MEDLINE-indexed subscription journals



Features of predatory journals

✓ Wide scope of interests

✓ Recycled journal titles

✓ Unauthorized use of logos (Google, MEDLINE, CrossRef)

✓ Index Copernicus Value

✓ No Editor-in-Chief profiles

✓ No manuscript e-submission system

✓ No retraction, correction, plagiarism policies

✓ No adherence to the EQUATOR guidelines

✓ No transparency over publication model, fees, and 
copyright







Ethical vs. unethical commercial 
editing services

✓Main criterion – Transparency and Adherence 
to Ethical Norms







Policy statements



http://www.wame.org/identifying-predatory-or-pseudo-journals

✓“Predatory” publishers prey on academicians for financial 

profit … without meeting scholarly publishing standards.

✓No external peer review, no adherence to policies of the 

World Association of Medical Editors (WAME), the 

Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), the International 

Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE), and the 

Council of Science Editors (CSE) regarding archiving, 

management of conflicts of interest, handling of errata, and 

transparency of journal processes and fees.



Directory of Open Access Journals 
(DOAJ) ‘white’ criteria

http://www.wame.org/identifying-predatory-or-pseudo-journals#Table%201



http://thinkchecksubmit.org/



http://thinkchecksubmit.org/



http://oaspa.org/principles-of-transparency-and-best-practice-in-scholarly-publishing/





https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5209927/pdf/CroatMedJ_57_0527.pdf



Statements at level of articles
✓ Evaluate titles, methodology and conclusions 





Chinese meta-analyses
• Most on polymorphisms, cancer

• No registration with PROSPERO

• Conclusions are either negative or vague



The case of counties with poor research environment 

• Poor justification of novelty

• Vague, negative redundant 
conclusions 



Evaluate statistics and conclusions



Preservation









Check references



http://www.nature.com/news/controversial-website-that-lists-predatory-publishers-shuts-down-

1.21328



Alternative sites to find blacklisted 
journals

• https://web.archive.org/web/2017011212542
7/https://scholarlyoa.com/publishers/

https://web.archive.org/web/20170112125427/https://scholarlyoa.com/publishers/



