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What is a Predatory 
Journal?



What is a predatory journal? 

• 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.”

• This was the definition agreed upon by leading scholars and 
publishers from ten countries

Grudniewicz, A., Moher, D., Cobey, K. D., Bryson, G. L., Cukier, S., Allen, K., Ardern, C., Balcom, L., Barros, T., 
Berger, M., Ciro, J. B., Cugusi, L., Donaldson, M. R., Egger, M., Graham, I. D., Hodgkinson, M., Khan, K. M., 
Mabizela, M., Manca, A., … Lalu, M. M. (2019). Predatory journals: No definition, no defence. Nature, 
576(7786), 210–212. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-019-03759-y
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Characteristics of predatory journals? 

• False or misleading information on their website
• Deviation from best editorial and publication practices
• Lack of transparency: peer review process is either weak or absent
• Aggressive, indiscriminate solicitation like asking for huge publication 

fees, sending emails to researchers for publications etc

Grudniewicz, A., Moher, D., Cobey, K. D., Bryson, G. L., Cukier, S., Allen, K., Ardern, C., Balcom, L., Barros, T., 
Berger, M., Ciro, J. B., Cugusi, L., Donaldson, M. R., Egger, M., Graham, I. D., Hodgkinson, M., Khan, K. M., 
Mabizela, M., Manca, A., … Lalu, M. M. (2019). Predatory journals: No definition, no defence. Nature, 
576(7786), 210–212. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-019-03759-y
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Some past exposés: Phil 
Davies Crappy Paper

In 2010, Cornell University graduate 
student Phil Davis submitted a 
manuscript consisting of computer-
generated a crap paper which was 
accepted for a fee by a journal 
published by the Bentham Science 
Publishers 1

Davis pulled the stunt after he 
started receiving unsolicited emails 
from the publishing house which 
publishes more than 200 open 
access journals
The editor of the journal later 
resigned 2

1. https://www.newscientist.com/article/dn17288-crap-paper-accepted-by-journal/

2: https://www.theguardian.com/education/2009/jun/18/science-editor-resigns-hoax-article



Some past exposés: Who's Afraid of Peer Review

• In 2013, John Bohannon, a staff writer for the journal Science and for 
popular science publications, targeted the open access system by submitting 
to several such journals a deeply flawed paper and published the results in 
the Science.

• The article was titled, "Who's Afraid of Peer Review?".
• About 60% of the journals accepted the faked medical paper, and 40% 

rejected it.



Some past exposés: Dr Fraud applied 
for an editor’s position

• In 2015, four researchers created a fictitious subpar scientist 
named Anna O. Szust 

• oszust is Polish for "fraud", 
• They applied on the behalf of the fictitious Szust for an editor 

position to 360 scholarly journals.

• Szust's qualifications were dismal for the role of an editor; she 
had never published a single article and had no editorial 
experience.

• The books and book chapters listed on her CV were made-up, 
as were the publishing houses that published the books.



The result of Dr Fraud’s experiment

• One-third of the journals to which 
Szust applied were sampled from 
Beall's List of 'predatory’ journals.

• Forty of these predatory journals 
accepted Szust as editor without 
any background vetting and often 
within days or even hours.

• By comparison, she received 
minimal to no positive response 
from the "control" journals which 
"must meet certain standards of 
quality, including ethical 
publishing practices."



How would you know if 
a journal is predatory?

• Some people think any journal 
from an unknown publisher, or 
a journal that charges for 
publication, is necessarily 
predatory.

• That is not necessarily correct. 
The important thing is to dig 
deeper and find the quality of 
submitted manuscripts and its 
standards,”



Beall’s Criteria 
for identification 

of predatory 
journals and 
publishers



In addition

• The name of the journal is unrelated 
with the journal’s mission.

• The name of the journal does not 
adequately reflect its origin (e.g., a 
journal with the word ‘Canadian’ or 
‘Swiss’ in its name when neither the 
publisher, editor, nor any purported 
institutional affiliate relates 
whatsoever to Canada or Switzerland.



Importantly:
Is the publisher a member of a recognized industry 

initiative (COPE,DOAJ,OASPA)?



Checklist to identify predatory Journals



Also

• The publisher publishes journals that are excessively 
broad (e.g. Journal of Education) or combine two or 
more fields not normally treated together (e.g.
International Journal of Business, Humanities and 
Technology) in order to attract more articles and 
gain more revenue from author fees.

• Use boastful language claiming to be a ‘leading 
publisher’ even though the publisher may be a small 
organization.

• Provide minimal or no copyediting or proofreading 
of submissions.

• Publish papers that are not academic at all, e.g.
essays by lay people, polemical editorials, or 
pseudo-science.



Hall of Shame of Predatory 
Journals

Repositories of Lists of Predatory Journals



Beall’s List

• Beall’s list was first published his list of 
predatory publishers in 2010.

• Jeffrey Beall was a librarian at the University 
of Colorado 

• Beall's list of potential, possible, or probable 
predatory scholarly open-access publishers 
attempted to identify scholarly open access 
publishers with questionable practices.

• In 2013, Nature reported that Beall's list and 
web site were "widely read by librarians, 
researchers, and open access advocates, 
many of whom applaud his efforts to reveal 
shady publishing practices.”



What happened to Beall’s List?

• It was shut down in 2017 due to:
• Frontiers Media, a well-financed Swiss open access(OA) publisher, angry 

about being listed
• Beall’s university under pressure from various parties
• OA proponents

• It was moved to anew site (https://beallslist.net/) and has been 
maintained by an anonymous person since 2017. 

• The new Beall’s List site has two parts: 
• Beall’s original list and 
• a new list added below the original list by Beall’s successor.



Beall’s List’s 
website

https://beallslist.net/



Cabell’s List

• Offered by the Cabell Corporation
• Designed to address some of the 

perceived shortcomings of the Beall’s 
List

• Is a subscription-based service

• See 
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/
10.1080/00987913.2019.1694810 for a 
comparison of the two lists

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00987913.2019.1694810


But Getting it right 
may be very difficult
That’s probably why the facility on 
the next slide could be useful……



• According to their website: 
• “Think. Check. Submit. helps researchers identify trusted journals 

and publishers for their research. Through a range of tools and 
practical resources, this international, cross-sector initiative aims to 
educate researchers, promote integrity, and build trust in credible 
research and publications.”

• Think. Check. Submit.provides an easy-to-use checklist that 
researchers can refer to when they are investigating whether journal 
or other resources can be trusted.

https://thinkchecksubmit.org/



Important
• “Think.Check.Submit does not aim to recommend any particular or 

set of journals to authors. Indeed, on the whole, the aim of this 
important initiative is to guide researchers in how they evaluate 
where to publish their work to improve their research impact and 
future career development.”

https://www.enago.com/academy/think-check-submit-a-new-approach-to-journal-selection/

http://thinkchecksubmit.org/faq/


How to spot 
predatory 
journals

Use Use the Think, Check Submit website tool as a 
guide

Check Cross check with Predatory Lists (Beall’s and 
Cabell’s)

Read through Read through past issues of the journal

Check Check their peer review process and publication 
timelines

Research Research the editorial board

Check Check the journal’s contact information

Check Check if the journal is a member of DOAJ, COPE, 
OASPA or STM

Check Always check the journal website thoroughly



How to spot predatory journals

1. Always check the journal website thoroughly
• Often, a tell-tale sign of a predatory journal is the mistakes in both 

spelling and grammar on their website. Poor use of language shows 
a low professional standard.

• The journals’ fees should be clearly stated on the website and 
should only be requested from the author after the article has been 
accepted for publication. If a journal requests a submission fee 
before the article is accepted, this may be a predatory journal.

• https://www.rxcomms.com/blog/6-ways-spot-
predatory-journal/vglasson/



How to spot predatory journals

2. Check if the journal is a member of DOAJ, COPE, OASPA or STM

• If they advertise membership to the Directory of Open Access 
Journal (DOAJ), Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), Open 
Access Scholarly Publishers Association (OASPA) or International 
Association of Scientific, Technical and Medical Publishers (STM), 
check their membership on the relevant website.

• These associations are all reputable organisations that vet their 
members for adherence to publishing standards. If in doubt, send an 
email to the organisation, and they should be able to confirm or 
deny membership.

https://doaj.org/
http://publicationethics.org/
http://oaspa.org/
http://www.stm-assoc.org/


How to spot 
predatory 
journals

3. Check the journal’s contact information

• It is important to ensure there is verifiable contact 
information that matches the advertised 
nationality of the journal. Often predatory 
journals state that their offices are in one 
country, whereas the contact details will be in 
another. Check that the time-stamps of incoming 
emails are during working hours of the country of 
origin, ensure the phone number has the correct 
country-code, and if they provide an address, 
search for it!



How to spot 
predatory 
journals

4. Research the editorial board

• One way to look credible is to list experts in the 
field as members of the editorial board. Often 
predatory journals will create fake scholars, or 
they will list scholars without their permission. 
One way to know for sure, is to check the 
professional online profiles of named individuals 
through their listed institution page, LinkedIn or 
Research Gate. If there is no mention of the 
journal, then proceed with caution.



How to spot predatory journals

5. Check their peer review process and publication timelines

• Peer review is essential to uphold the quality of scientific articles and 
journals. The peer review process is an important stamp of approval for the 
publication of academic research. When an article is published in a scientific 
journal, readers can assume the information published is reliable, credible, 
and has been evaluated by an editor and at least two independent experts in 
the field. Predatory journals tend to miss this peer review process out 
completely. If the journal advertises exceptionally quick peer review 
timelines, investigate them further, and ensure they state online their peer 
review policy in full.



How to spot 
predatory 
journals

6. Read through past issues of the journal

• Many predatory journals will publish any and 
all articles that are submitted to them. Read 
through past issues of the journal and see 
whether the articles published are true to the 
journals’ advertised speciality areas; if a cancer 
journal is publishing articles on the treatment of 
rheumatoid arthritis, you can assume their 
editorial policies are lacking! If you find articles 
with many mistakes this could show their poor 
Peer Review process! Also, if past issues are 
missing or listed as ‘coming soon’, this could be a 
strong sign that the journal is not legitimate



Terminologies 
used in Academic 

Publishing



Guest vs. Gift 
Authors

• A guest author is somebody who did not 
contribute in any way to the research and 
writing but is included in the author list 
because they confer extra credibility on the 
article.

• A gift author is one who may have a slight 
relationship with the study or the article, but 
who would not be considered an author 
according to the International Committee of 
Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE) guidelines.



Guest vs. Gift 
Authors

• Guest/gift authorship is thought to be quite 
common.

• A frequent example is the head of 
department, or the PhD supervisor being 
named in all articles.

• Or consultants being included among 
authors because he/she “owns” some of the 
patients in the study

• In some regions of the world this is not only 
expected but also required – so many 
authors will not realize that it is considered 
unethical to include these people.



Ghost Authors

• A ghost author is a person who should be listed as 
an author but has been excluded.

• This term is most often used to identify authors 
who are professional (medical communications) 
writers.

• These are usually commissioned (and often paid) 
by pharmaceutical companies to produce a paper 
from raw data. The authors listed on the article 
may have undertaken the research, created and 
perhaps analysed the data, but not written the 
article.



LOL 😆😆



Lead Author

• The lead author, or first author, is the first named author of a publication 
such as a research article

• Academic authorship standards vary widely across  disciplines. In many 
academic subjects, including the natural sciences, computer science and 
electrical engineering, the lead author of a research article is typically the 
person who carried out the research, wrote and edited the paper.

• The list of trailing co-authors reflects, typically, diminishing contributions to 
the work reported in the manuscript. Sometimes, journals require statements 
detailing each author's contributions to be included in each publication.



Co-Author

• A co-author is someone who works 
with another person to write 
something.

• According to the ICMJE guidelines, 
anyone who fulfils all of the following 
criteria can be an author:

1. Contributes significantly to the 
conception, design, execution, 
and/or analysis and interpretation 
of data

2. Participates in drafting and/or 
revising part of the manuscript for 
intellectual content

3. Approves of the version to be 
published 

4. Agrees to be accountable for all 
aspects of the work



Why research papers have multiple authors



The peer review process

• Scholarly peer review is the process 
of subjecting an author's scholarly 
work, research, or ideas to the 
scrutiny of others who are experts in 
the same field, before a paper 
describing this work is published in a 
journal, conference proceedings or as 
a book.



The Following 
is a  real-life 
situation:



1994: a 
scientific 

breakthrough

The Problem 

• A 29-year-old African woman
• 5 weeks of amenorrhoea

• Empty uterus with ectopic pregnancy. 

The Intervention
• Laparotomy with relocation of the ectopic pregnancy into 

her uterus

The Result

• Delivery of a healthy 2.7 kg female infant at 38 weeks 



The Accolade

• Worldwide media coverage 
• Successful reimplantation 

of an ectopic pregnancy 
• Doctors had been trying to do 

this for a century. 
• Huge achievement

BJOG August 1994



Who are the 
protagonists?

• Malcolm Pearce, a consultant in London
• World famous expert on ultrasonography in 

obstetrics
• Assistant editor to the “British Journal of 

Obstetrics and Gynaecology”

• Senior author on the case report was 
Geoffrey Chamberlain 

• Editor-in-chief of the journal
• President of the Royal College of Obstetricians 

and Gynaecologists
• Professor and Head of Department



The Exposé

• A young doctor at St George’s Hospital Medical School had raised questions 
about the case report

• An investigation was promptly started and showed:
• The patient did not exist……….

• Among studies investigated back to 1989 - four others appeared to be 
fraud



The 
confession

• Geoffrey Chamberlain: 
• I did not have a clue! 
• He had not known that the work was fraudulent 
• A case of Gift/Guest authorship. Common 

practice in medicine. He had his name on the 
paper when he had not done much”



The Fall: 
What 
happened 
next?

• Paper was retracted
• Questions about other articles
• Pearce was de-registered by the General 

Medical Council of Britain
• Chamberlain retired or resigned from all his 

positions: a terrible end to a distinguished 
career

• His crime: gift authorship. 



An illustrative point

• 3 days interval between receipt and acceptance
• How could it have been peer reviewed in that short period? 



In your academic journey
never, ever consider doing this:

FRAUD

PLAGIARISM



Thank You
To ask questions, please join the 

forum at www.oluwadiya.com


	Predatory Journals�
	What is a Predatory Journal?
	What is a predatory journal? 
	Characteristics of predatory journals? 
	Some past exposés: Phil Davies Crappy Paper
	Some past exposés: Who's Afraid of Peer Review
	Some past exposés: Dr Fraud applied for an editor’s position
	The result of Dr Fraud’s experiment
	How would you know if a journal is predatory?
	Beall’s Criteria for identification of predatory journals and publishers
	In addition
	Importantly:
	Checklist to identify predatory Journals
	Also
	Hall of Shame of Predatory Journals
	Beall’s List
	What happened to Beall’s List?
	Beall’s List’s website
	Cabell’s List
	But Getting it right may be very difficult
	Slide Number 21
	Slide Number 22
	How to spot predatory journals
	How to spot predatory journals
	How to spot predatory journals
	How to spot predatory journals
	How to spot predatory journals
	How to spot predatory journals
	How to spot predatory journals
	Terminologies used in Academic Publishing
	�Guest vs. Gift Authors�
	�Guest vs. Gift Authors�
	�Ghost Authors�
	LOL 😆 
	Lead Author
	Co-Author
	Why research papers have multiple authors
	The peer review process
	The Following is a  real-life situation:
	1994: a scientific breakthrough
	The Accolade
	Who are the protagonists?
	The Exposé
	The confession
	The Fall: What happened next?
	An illustrative point
	In your academic journey�never, ever consider doing this:
	Thank You

