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“Comatting predatory academic journals and conferences"

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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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 it is important to address these practices



“Combatting predatory academic journals and conferences"

Some personal accounts
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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.





Questionable publishing practices

• Unacceptable levels of publication intensity by the editor or a member 
of the editorial board (in their own journal).

• Unacceptable publication intensity by an individual in the journal 
(more than two papers in the same issue would be considered an 
excessively large number).

• ‘Publication cartels’ where two or more individuals (sometimes also 
members of the editorial board) co-author repeatedly in the same 
journal.

• Plagiarism

• Salami slicing

• Ghost authorships or author affiliations



Seeking profit over contribution to scholarship

Predatory journals are characterised by: 

• The deliberate deception of authors by either hiding or not 
disclosing fees (APC, handling fees, fast-track fees, etc.) 

• The omission of any revenue-related information

• The simultaneous launch of a large number of journals, for 
example, in 2009 OMICS launched 200 journal titles



Example: Profit Making
Dear Dr. ABC,

Thank you for the prompt response.

If you want to withdraw the manuscript, as per our journal policy you need to pay 50% 
of actual processing charges as withdrawal fee i.e., 1150 Euros.

Kindly provide your acceptance to this email. So that we will send you the withdrawal 
invoice.

If we did not receive any response with in 24 hours the your article will be published with 
RETRACTION NOTE.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Dear L,

See below and kindly advise.  The student submitted without checking that the journal is in the DHET list.

Best Regards



However, I am concerned that Dr D’s application for promotion seems to me to be 
undermined by her choice of publishing platforms.

African researchers are perhaps particularly at risk from the global network of 
predatory publishing which takes advantage of the increasing pressure on career 
academics to ‘publish or perish’ to make money for themselves as commercial (and 
not properly academic) enterprizes.  The consequent undermining of academic 
standards and the damage to the structures of the scholarly profession are by now well 
attested.

It is unfortunate that the articles and chapters submitted for review purposes all appeared 
in what are generally viewed by the international academic community as predatory 
journals/publishing houses.

 My own reading of the articles and book chapters presented suggests that it is likely that 
these would have been improved if a more thorough process of peer-review had been 
involved, as would have occurred through submission to non-predatory publishing outlets 
that engage in robust peer-review processes.



Misrepresentation of abstracting, indexing and 
metrics

• False claims of indexing in Web of Science and/or Scopus 
and others

• Claims of inclusion in databases of companies that provide 
fake and misleading services

 • Claims and listing of fake indexing and other organisations



Examples of fake indexing listed on a predatory journal website



Aggressive advertising and solicitation of articles

• Daily indiscriminate e-mails 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



Example: Physiotherapy
• .



Example: Physiotherapy



Example: Multidisciplinary



The case of MDPI



• Is it predatory?

• 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 predatory
• huge growth rate in article publishing

• APCs are charged, APCs have increased. Dan Brockington: 14 mill 
in 2015-191 mill in 2020

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

MDPI?

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


Source: Mouton, J 
& Van Niekerk, M. 
2023. What is and 
how to identify 
predatory 
publishing. CREST 
(ppt)



Source: Mouton, J & 
Van Niekerk, M. 
2023. What is and 
how to identify 
predatory 
publishing. CREST 
(ppt)



https://www.elcolombiano.com/tecnologia/retiran-miles-de-articulos-cientificos-hechos-con-inteligencia-artificial-HP25195741 

https://www.elcolombiano.com/tecnologia/retiran-miles-de-articulos-cientificos-hechos-con-inteligencia-artificial-HP25195741
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Examples of resources already available



Recommendations to authors, supervisors and 
mentors
• Practice due diligence to minimise risk

• Use the spectrums as meta-level navigation tools. 

• Get to know the common and most reliable characteristics/traits of 
predatory journals

• 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 mentor/supervisor/librarians: 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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