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Predatory /questionable 
journals 

• The goal of questionable publishers is to profit; they are set up 
primarily to collect royalties. 

• They take advantage of the fact that scientists need to publish (it's a 
requirement for getting funding, for evaluation). 

• Do not follow the ethical principles of publishing (publishing ethics). 
Articles do not go through a quality peer review process, the 
professional standard is low. 

• Journal titles are often very similar to prestigious journals. 

• They present fictitious quality indicators  with a different IF than 
from JCR. 

• Not only predatory journals, also publishing houses, conferences, 
proceedings and books (vanity press type publishers - publishing on 
demand, where the author pays for the publication of the book). 

 



Predatory/Questionable journals 
issues 

• The line between a predatory journal and a 
trustworthy journal is unclear. 

• Modern forms of publishing predation - initially a 
quality journals could change - it will start publishing 
more articles, special issues. 

• They actively contact scientists with requests for 
articles or participation in conferences. 

Risk for the authors: 
• Loss of reputation. 
• Because the results are already published it is not 

possible to use them again for reputable publication. 
 
 



How to recognize predatory/questionable 
journals 

• Earlier: lists of questionable journals (Beall's 
list). 

• Formal features, objective criteria. 

• But: publishers try to eliminate formal signs of 
predation. 

• Lists - problem of borderline journals, changes 
over time. 



Criteria to rank predatory journals according 
ResearchGate 

Criteria: 
• Editorial section 
• Review process 
• Special issues 
• Spam -  email 
• Bogus metrics 
• Fee Policy 

https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Criteria-to-rank-predatory-journals_tbl1_295861207 

researchgate.net


Formal features of predatory journals according to 
Nature 

• Predatory journals and publishers are entities that 
prioritize self-interest at the expense of scholarship. 

• False or misleading information 

• Deviation from best editorial and publication practices. 

• Lack of transparency 

• Use of aggressive and indiscriminate solicitation 
practices. 

• Intent to deceive is hard to prove. 

• Lack of transparency in the review process. 
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-03759-y 
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Criteria for trustworthy journals according to 
Masaryk University librarians 

• Free access to the full text. 
• Transparent information on royalties. 
• Description of the peer review process. 
• Affiliation of editorial board members. 
• Indication of the Editor-in-Chief. 
• Clearly identifiable publisher. 
• ISSN is available on the journal's website. 
• True claim of citation metrics in JCR and Scopus. 
• True claim of indexing in WOS and Scopus. 
• No false citation metric 
• BUT: new predator tactics - initially they meet the criteria, 

the journal is well rated, then they take advantage of it. 



Masaryk University 
recomendations  

Library: check formal features and objectively 
verifiable criteria. This method is not very useful 
for predatory journals of a new type that may 
meet these criteria. 

Researchers - experts in the field: conduct a 
content analysis, learn about the journal's 
practices from colleagues in the field. 



Expert analysis 

• Check the journal with peers in the field. 

• Assess the professional level of the articles. 

• Check the Editorial board. 

• Check that the publishing fees in the journal 
are clearly stated. 

• Check the Review policy. 



Conference 

• Check the Organizers 

• Participant fee (will the conference fee be canceled if you attend the 

conference as a speaker?).  

• Check the conference  Website 

• Conference proceedings from this conference. 

• Do you know the keynote speakers? 

 



MDPI 
Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing Institute 

• Publisher of open access scientific journals. 

• 393 MDPI journals, 152 titles in JCR, 85 of them 
with IF and over 700 000 articles in WOS. 

• Objective criteria do not indicate a predator, but:  

• An increasing rate of self-citations. 

• Higher rate of citations from other MDPI journals. 

• Increasing number of special issues. 

• Shorter review deadlines. 

 

 

https://www.mdpi.com/


Number of special issues 

https://twitter.com/PaoloCrosetto/status/1370309130578186242 

3/2021 

https://twitter.com/PaoloCrosetto/status/1370309130578186242


5/2022 



Defence of MDPI publishing 

• Criticism of MDPI - article by Oviedo-García (the article was subsequently 
accompanied by a disclaimer that correction has been published 

• Discussion on Scholarly Kitchen detailed analysis - fast publication and high 
acceptance rate. 

 
      MDPI publishing house defence 
•  there were no specific criteria for the analysis  
• prompt publication and high acceptance rates may not be a sign of predators 
• MDPI is in accordance with other publishers, its self-citation index is lower 

than many other publishers.  
• MDPI's editorial board size is larger than that of leading JCR-indexed journals 
• large number of editors, number of editorial boards, review period is stable, 

high quality reviewers, all information is public and transparent 
• optimization of business practices around the APC business model (article 

processing fee), the highest MDPI fee is about 2200 Euro 

https://academic.oup.com/rev/article/30/3/405/6348133
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Comparison of MDPI fees with other publishers  

https://treemaps.intact-project.org/apcdata/openapc/#publisher


Updated Beall's list 

Wiki article: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/MDPI#Controversies 

https://beallslist.net/#update
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/MDPI#Controversies
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 MDPI publications  in Czech 
Academy of Sciences  
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MDPI publications  in Czech Academy 
of Sciences 

Number of titles and articles published in 2021 – by subjects 

Titles 
Articles 



MDPI publications in the ASEP 
repository 

• Over 6,000 articles per year in the ASEP 
repository.  

• 2012 to 2022 - 60,522 articles, of which 2,368 
are from MDPI publisher 

• Year 2021 - 6,311 articles in total, of which 
820 are from MDPI publishers 



Links for MDPI evaluation 

• Paolo Crosetto – warning on MDPI 

• Article about MDPI in Research Evaluation 
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Statement of the Scientific 
Council of the CAS 

1. Council recommends careful consideration of 
publishing in MDPI journals due to the declining 
quality of peer review. 

2. Council appeals to institutes boards to address the 
issue of evaluating publications in journals and 
monographs in their disciplines, especially for those 
publishers that prioritize quantity and speed of 
publication over quality and independence of peer 
review in their OA approach. 

3. Council warns that publications published by MDPI 
might not be considered valid publications in 
evaluation procedures. 



Links 

• About ethical publishing: https://www.fairopenaccess.org/ 

• Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE) 

 

• Choosing a journal to publish - tools: 

• https://thinkchecksubmit.org/ 

 

• Report  from discussion „STOP predatory journals“: 

https://zenodo.org/record/6038602#.YjBPMHrMJVA 
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Summary 
• Establish criteria for each discipline, each institution/research team 

separately. 

• Specific rules for each institution (community of excellence). 

• Lists of quality journals with good publishing ethics for the 
particular field. 

• Quick change of a quality journal into a predatory one - need to 
update information frequently. 

• Educating and informing junior scientists. 

• A system of checking articles from institutional authors - avoiding 
pragmatic use of publishing in these journals. 

• Criteria for providing support and evaluation of research. 

• Storage of data files in the repository (supervision). 

 

Contact:arl@lib.cas.cz 


