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Study objectives
❑ Define predatory and unethical practices in 

academic journals and conferences
❑ Gauge their prevalence and impact 
❑ Understand the primary drivers or root 

causes
❑ Examine efforts to-date to combat 

predatory journals and conferences around 
the world

❑ Provide concrete recommendations for a 
GLOBAL STRATEGY to address the problem, 
that engages all key stakeholders 

research 
community 

and 
academies

libraries and 
indexing 
services

publishers

public and 
private sector 

funders of 
research

universities 
and research 

administrators

policymakers
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Literature review
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Landmark survey of researchers
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Survey headlines
❏ Researchers at ALL career stages need to be on their guard

❏ Researchers in low and middle income countries are more vulnerable 

❏ Some disciplines are more vulnerable than others
 - researchers in arts and humanities with predatory journals
 - researchers in transdisciplinary & engineering sciences with predatory conferences

❏ At least 14% of respondents admit they have used a predatory journal or conference

❏ This equates to over 1.2 million researchers of the 8.8m around the world who could 
have used predatory outlets, with billions of dollars of research costs (people, materials, 
time) wasted as a result.  This requires urgent attention.
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Why is it important to address these practices
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Some personal accounts
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Examples of resources already available



Drivers or root causes
• The monetisation and commercialisation of the 

research sector, including an academic publishing 
system whose proprietary and commercial interests 
may lead to conflict with research integrity, with the 
author-pays model being especially prone to 
abuse.

• Quantity-over-quality research evaluation systems, 
together with the institutional drivers and incentives 
that shape the behaviour of individual academics. 

• The lack of transparency (whether fully open, 
anonymised or hybrid) in the peer-review process, 
exacerbated by poor training, capacity and 
recognition of peer reviewers.
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Common features of “predatory” journals and 
conferences
❑ They solicit articles from researchers through practices that exploit the pressure on 

researchers to publish and present their work. 

❑ Features include, but are not limited to:
 - rapid pay-to-publish/present models without rigorous (or indeed any) 
 peer review
 - fake editorial or conference boards falsely listing respected scientists
 - fraudulent impact factors or metrics
 - journal and conference titles that are deceptively similar to legitimate 
  ones
 - The deliberate deception of authors by either hiding or not disclosing fees 

 (APC, handling fees, fast-track fees, etc.) 
 - False claims of indexing in Web of Science and/or Scopus and other databases 

 of companies that provide fake and misleading services
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Common features of “predatory” journals and 
conferences (2)

❑ Features include, but are not limited to:
 - Aggressive spam invitations to solicit articles and abstracts, including outside of 
 a researcher’s own expertise

 Daily indiscriminate emails to prospective authors 
 Increasingly familiar and flattering language
 The use of business marketing language, for example, submit two articles and 

pay for one
 - Inappropriate journal title and scope

 A broader disciplinary scope
 A combination of scientific disciplines with very little in common
 Copying the titles of acclaimed journals, for example, Science and Nature

❑ These genuinely fraudulent practices continue to evolve and are becoming more difficult to 
distinguish between low-quality, unethical, and questionable publishing and conferencing 
practices. 



Examples of fake indexing listed on a predatory journal website



Example: Physiotherapy
• .



Example: Physiotherapy





Example: Multidisciplinary



The case of MDPI



https://paolocrosetto.wordpress.com/blog/

https://paolocrosetto.wordpress.com/blog/


• Has elements of both: 
•  They have aggressive ways of rent-seeking (money-making) rather than 

predatory. 

• Current publishing practices and growth rates may shift them to 
predatory

• They are publishing good articles, but their strategies are questionable and 
on the verge of being predatory 

• One — the good journals with high quality — create a rent that the other 
exploits — spamming hundreds of colleagues to solicit papers, an 
astonishing increase in Special Issues, publishing papers as fast as possible 

• This strategy makes a lot of sense for MDPI, who shows strong growth rates 
and is en route to become the largest open access publisher in the world

https://paolocrosetto.wordpress.com/blog/  

Is MDPI predatory?

https://paolocrosetto.wordpress.com/blog/


Recommendations to authors, supervisors and 
mentors
• Practice due diligence to minimise risk
• Use the spectrum approach as a meta-level navigation tool. 
• Get to know the common and most reliable 

characteristics/traits of predatory journals and conferences. 
If the journal or conference meets more than two of these, 
this should ring alarm bells, and they should be avoided. 

• If a journal purports to be indexed in a reputable index e.g. 
Scopus, Web of Science, check personally and if found 
untrue, avoid such journals. 



Recommendations to authors, supervisors and 
mentors
• Check if a journal is listed in DOAJ (Directory of Open Access 

Journals); if it is, the journal is less likely to be problematic 
because it has been vetted. Similarly, check if a journal is a 
member of COPE (Committee on Publication Ethics), where 
it must follow COPE’s publication ethics (COPE Core 
Practices). 

• If a researcher’s institution has its own list(s) of acceptable 
and unacceptable journals, or subscribes to Cabells 
Predatory Reports, use them with caution and cross-check 
with other resources in this report. 

• Seek advice from their mentor/supervisor: if they are 
uninformed themselves, encourage them to train up.



Recommendations to authors, supervisors and 
mentors
• Ignore SPAM e-mails; they will likely be SCAM emails

• Researchers should familiarise themselves with peer-review 
good practice and offer their services as a peer reviewer to 
help build capacity

• Actively participate in committees/other platforms to 
advocate for quality-not-quantity evaluation. Use journals 
and indexing services, universities and academies fora as 
platforms for change. Be activists – help effect change.



Thank you!!

susan@assaf.org.za
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