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Content of the lecture
What will I talk about?
• My own experience
• Open access publishing
• Jeffrey Beall
• Predatory journals, publishers and conferences
• How to recognize predatory Publisher?
• Selected publishers (MDPI, Frontiers, …)
• Conclusion
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- Scientometric data since 
2014

- My experience as a 
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- Scopus database



Open Access journals
• Before year 2000 – „Subscription-based journals“
• „Open access journals“

• Gold open access
• Green open access
• Hybrid model – Open access publishing in Subscription-based journal

→ cited more often
→ faster publishing and wider distribution

 Piwowar H, Priem J, Larivière V, Alperin JP, Matthias L, Norlander B, Farley A, West J, Haustein S. 2018. The state of OA: a large-scale analysis of the prevalence and 
impact of Open Access articles. PeerJ 4



Open Access

5



 Adopted from Timothy Vollmer 6

No monetary 
component in the 

relationship between 
publishers and their 

authors.
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BUT !
OA journals are dependent on authors „Publication processing fees“ → conflict of interest!

Publishers are forced to:
• Publish as fast as possible
• Publish as many papers as possible

• Solicit authors for papers
• Achieving a high publication acceptance rate

→ Drop of their scientific standards and peer review quality

 Piwowar H, Priem J, Larivière V, Alperin JP, Matthias L, Norlander B, Farley A, West J, Haustein S. 2018. The state of OA: a large-scale analysis of the prevalence and 
impact of Open Access articles. PeerJ 9



• American librarian and library scientist at the University of Colorado Denver.

• Coined the term „predatory publishing“

• 2011 - Beall’s List

• Noted that the quality of articles published in many OA journals is low, that peer review in many OA journals is negligible or non-
existent, that public access to poor-quality articles harms the public, and that the careers of young scholars who publish in poor-
quality OA journals are harmed.

• John Bohannon – „sting operation“ - concluded that Beall is "good at spotting publishers with poor quality control„ (82% journals 
from Beall’s list accepted sting publication)

• „He basically found what I've been saying for years"

• 18% of publishers identified by Beall as predatory rejected the fake paper

• 2017 - Was forced to remove his website
• A demand by Frontiers Media to open a research misconduct case 
against Beall

 John Bohannon -


Who's Afraid of Peer Review?
Beall, Jeffrey (2017). "What I learned from predatory publishers". Biochemia Medica. 10

Jeffrey Beall

www.beallslist.net



 John Bohannon -


Who's Afraid of Peer Review?
Beall, Jeffrey (2017). "What I learned from predatory publishers". Biochemia Medica. 11

Whitelists x Black Lists

 Directory of Open Access Journals

• The mission of DOAJ is to "increase the visibility, accessibility, reputation, usage and impact of quality, peer-reviewed, 
open access scholarly research journals globally, regardless of discipline, geography or language“.

• 18 897 indexed journals

• Journal Citation Reports (JCR)

• Cabells Whitelist x Blacklist (=Journalytics and Predatory Reports)

• "Dr. Fraud" experiment (“Anna O. Szust”) 
→ Among journals sampled from DOAJ, 8 of 120 accepted Szust.
→ None of the 120 sampled journals listed in Journal Citation Reports (JCR) offered Szust the position. 
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No list to rule them all
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
 Shen, C., Björk, BC. ‘Predatory’ open access: a longitudinal study of article volumes and market characteristics. BMC Med

Laine, C, Winker, MA (2017) Identifying predatory or pseudo-journals. Biochemia Medica, 27: 285–91 14

Predatory journals
 Predatory journals are a huge and quickly growing problem: in 2015, 1000 predatory publishers were publishing 8000 active open 

access journals (one-quarter of all open access journals). In total, these journals have published 520,000 articles. This is the same 
size as the legitimate Open Access publishing industry.



 Eshchanov, B.; Abduraimov, K.; Ibragimova, M.; Eshchanov, R. Efficiency of “Publish or Perish” Policy—Some Considerations Based on the Uzbekistan 
Experience. Publications 2021. 15

Predatory journals
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Definitions
Predatory journal = Deceptive journals
- The consensus definition reached was: “Predatory journals and publishers are entities that prioritize self-interest at the expense of 
scholarship and are characterized by false or misleading information, deviation from best editorial and publication practices, a lack of 
transparency, and/or the use of aggressive and indiscriminate solicitation practices.”

Hijacked journals
- duplicate or fake websites of legitimate journals utilizing the title, ISSN and other information of the reputable journal.
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How to recognize predatory publishers?
Red flags suggestive of a predatory journal:
 The journal's scope is very broad (e.g. the whole of medicine plus/minus non-biomedical subjects).
 The website contains spelling and grammatical errors, along with poor-quality images.

 The use of unrecognised or misrepresented impact factors, including promotion of the Index Copernicus, CiteFactor, Journal Impact 
Factor (JIF), Universal Impact Factor (UIF) or Global Impact Factor (GIF).

 Submissions are sent by email rather than through a manuscript management system.
 The promise of rapid publication.
 There is no information on whether and how content will be digitally preserved.

 Information on article processing charges (APCs) is either missing or misleading, or charges are very low (e.g. less than US$150) or
high.

 Retention of copyright by the publisher/journal even though the journal is supposedly open access.
 Instructions for authors do not recommend the use of reporting guidelines such as CONSORT.

 Spam emails inviting the submission of papers, or appointment to an editorial board, that are formulaic, ungrammatical and badly 
spelled. Suggested topics have little relevance to the recipient's previous work. Content includes flattering salutations, claims of open 
access, no mention of peer-review, or the possibility of expedited review. There may be no unsubscribe link.
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November 2022 in my email box:

 28 email invitations to submit in predatory journals

 17 invitation as a speaker for predatory conferences
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How not to be prey?
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 Journals with high impact factor (18 journals have 
an IF higher than 4) 

 Many indexed in Web of Science. 
 Most papers are good. 
 Several distinguished colleagues in nearly all fields 

served as Guest Editors or as Editors for their 
journals, often reporting positive assessments. 

 MDPI’s editing is fast, reliable, professional; 
 Publication on the website is swift, efficient and 

smooth
 Several MDPI journals are included in the rankings 

used by different states to evaluate research and 
grant promotions.

 MDPI is known for aggressively spamming academics 
to edit special issues, 

 often in fields that are far away from the expertise of 
the recipient of the frequent and insisting emails. 

 MDPI even asked Jeffrey Beall to edit a Special Issue 
in a field that is not his own. 

 In 2018 the whole editorial board of Nutrients, one 
of the most prestigious MDPI journals, resigned en-
masse lamenting pressures from the publisher to 
lower the quality bar and let in more papers.

Is MDPI a predatory publisher?



 https://paolocrosetto.wordpress.com/2021/04/12/is-mdpi-a-predatory-publisher/ 21

Is MDPI a predatory publisher?



 https://is.muni.cz/do/sukb/kuk/materialy/cze/Predators/pages/03_dubious_practices.html
 www.avcr.cz 22

Is MDPI a predatory publisher?
Vědecká rada AV ČR (usnesení z 8. zasedání VR dne 21. 04. 2022):
1. doporučuje pečlivě zvažovat publikování v časopisech společnosti MDPI z důvodu snižující se kvality recenzního řízení,
2. se obrací na rady výzkumných organizací, aby se zabývaly otázkou hodnocení publikací v časopisech a monografiích 

svých oborů, zejména u těch nakladatelství, která při open access přístupu upřednostňují kvantitu a rychlost publikování 
před kvalitou a nezávislosti recenzního řízení.

3. upozorňuje, že publikace vydavatelství MDPI by nemusely být v evaluačních řízeních považovány za plnohodnotné
publikační výstupy.

Masarykova Univerzita – Doporučení Knihovny Univerzitního kampusu, Brno:
1. Neexistuje jednotné stanovisko MU k MDPI
2. MDPI splňuje všech 10 kritérií KUK
3. KUK zajišťuje poradenskou službu při pochybách zda publikovat v určitém časopise
4. Dle zkušeností ostatních ale nedoporučuje:

 Publikovat ve speciálních číslech MDPI
 Publikovat v Ekonomických časopisech
 Publikovat v časopisech Land a Sustainability
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 As of 2022, Frontiers publishes over 185 academic 
journals, with a total of 51 journals ranked with an 
impact factor.

 130 journals indexed in the Directory of Open 
Access Journals (DOAJ).

 60 journals listed in PubMed Central (PMC).
 Over 70 journals listed in Scopus 
 Over 65 journals indexed in Web of Science
 member of the Open Access Scholarly Publishers 

Association (OASPA) and a member of the 
Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE).

 2015 - classified as a possible predatory publisher by 
Jeffrey Beall

 2015 – Editors complained that Frontiers Media staff 
were "interfering with editorial decisions and 
violating core principles of medical publishing". 

→ In total 31 editors were removed. 

"Frontiers has used an in-house journals management 
software that does not give reviewers the option to 
recommend the rejection of manuscripts" and the 
"system is setup to make it almost impossible to reject 
papers".

 In November 2016, a paper linking vaccines to 
autism was retracted from a Frontiers journal.

Is Frontiers a predatory publisher?



Moussa, Salim. (2021). Contamination by citations: References to predatory journals in the peer-reviewed marketing literature (South Asian Journal of Marketing 24

References contamination !

 According to Severin and Low, “if researchers cite articles in scientifically 
questionable journals, their reputation could risk as much damage as if they appear 
as authors in these publications”. 

 For Beall “if a scientific paper cites earlier articles published in predatory journals, 
it may itself be considered questionable”. 

 In medicine, a discipline severely contaminated by predatory journals, the 
International Committee of Medical Journals Editors recommends that “authors 
should avoid citing articles from predatory or pseudo-journals”.

 Results indicate that 59 of the 68 CABS-ranked peer-reviewed marketing journals were, up to late January 2021, 
contaminated by at least one of the four sampled predatory journals.

 Citation contamination occurred irrespective of the age of a journal or its 2019 Journal Impact Factor. 
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Open science is based on the principles of 
transparency, reproducibility, reusability, and 
open communication 

How to improve the situation? What to recommend?
 Education

 Self-education
 Education of younger researchers
 don't push too much on publishing activity

 As the author

 Check all cited references for reliability and read them

 As the reviewer
 Accept manuscript reviews – Be reasonably critical
 Check the final manuscript
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