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Definition
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 activities of publishers or journals charging “article processing charges 

(APCs)“ without providing proper services:

 hardly any or no peer review

 hardly any or no editorial processing 

 content, the advancement of science and quality assurance are not in 

their focus 
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Example 1: American Journal of Applied Mathematics
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doi: 10.11648/j.ajam.20140204.12
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Example 2: The International Journal of English 

Language, Literature & Humanities 
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Quelle: J. Beall: Christmas-Themed Call for Papers Promises Publication in Four Days: http://scholarlyoa.com/2014/12/23/christmas-themed-call-for-papers-promises-publication-in-four-days/
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Business practises

 aggressive emailing

– asking for submission of articles

– asking to join editorial boards

 journal titles or websites that are very similar to existing journals 

(likelihood of confusion)  “journal hijacking”

 concealing information (e.g. about APCs) 

 editorial board is made up or names are put on the website without 

consent; journals refuse to delete names when asked to

 indicators that resemble “Journal Impact Factors” but actually do not 

exist  – at least not officially

 fast publication – no time for rigorous peer review
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Why can predatory publishing be considered as problem?
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 waste of public money 

 articles by honest but unaware researchers do not contribute to the career 

and reputation

 results that were not subject to a peer review process are perpetually 

accessible 

 dishonest authors get an opportunity to publish

 predatory publishing is used to discredit the open access movement 

 the “publish or perish“ – paradigm and questionable reward systems in 

some countries indirectly support such practises

 analysis by Shen/Björk (2015) for 2014: there are 8.000 questionable 

journals with 420.000 articles: https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-015-0469-2 
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Why is this an issue for libraries?

 research libraries have a long term experience in curating content

 question of self-concept: research libraries that consider themselves 

as partners for researchers should therefore provide their expertise to 

support them 

 chance to foster the partnership with researchers

 libraries should have a professional interest that questionable 

journals do not enter the library’s catalogue and get the opportunity to 

spread their content

 research libraries that manage institutional open access publication 

funds need to check the journals to make sure that the money is 

spent responsibly
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Yes, it should be part of the students’ education! 

But libraries have a self-interest as well! 
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Approaches - blacklists

 blacklists

– Beall’s List (offline, 

accessible on the web 

https://beallslist.weebly.com/  and as 

anonymous continuation: 
https://predatoryjournals.com

– Cabell’s: commercial 

product: https://www2.cabells.com/about-blacklist
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disadvantage: journals maybe 

do not lose the label although 

their intentions are respectable 

– “grey zone”

debatable: pay subscription 

fees for a blacklist database?

advantage: easy to apply  

debatable: how can one trust 

anonymous providers?
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Approaches - whitelists

 whitelists

– Directory of Open Access 

Journals: https://doaj.org/

– subject specific journal 

lists or rankings
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disadvantage: lists do not contain all 

journals and “penalise” journals that a 

new to the market

advantage: easy to apply  

https://doaj.org/
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Approaches – neutral lists or databases

 lists that are neutral or were set 

up for other purposes, example: 

Quality Open Access Market: 
https://www.qoam.eu/ 

 lists with journals that are 

indexed by discovery systems 

such as PubMed Central, Web 

of Science, Scopus 
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disadvantage: there are hints that they might 

contain articles from predatory journals as well: 
Manca et al: The surge of predatory open-access in neurosciences and

neurology https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.04.014; 

Perlin et al: Is predatory publishing a real threat? Evidence from a large 

database study https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-018-2750-6;  Demir: 

Scholarly databases under scrutiny: 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0961000618784159. 

advantage: “neutral” information collected for other 

purposes

disadvantage: lists do not contain all journals; 

QOAM: depth of information varies

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2017.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-018-2750-6
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Need for caution

 there is a huge grey area: journals with clear intentions to cheat but 

also journals that are serious but are not yet familiar with common 

business practises
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Key question: How to identify 

predatory journals without 

“penalising” others?
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Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
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Approaches – lists of criteria

 lists of criteria by 

– awareness initiatives which 

address researchers such 

as Think – Check – Submit: 
https://thinkchecksubmit.org/

– by learned societies or 

other research communities 

(more subject specific):
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Umlauf et al: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/ijn.12656

Shamseer et al. (2017). Potential predatory and legitimate 

biomedical journals: can you tell the difference? A cross‐sectional 

comparison. BMC Med, 15(1), 28. 

Misra, D. P., Ravindran, V., Wakhlu, A., Sharma, A., Agarwal, V., & 

Negi, V. S. (2017). Publishing in black and white: the relevance of 

listing of scientific journals. Rheumatol Int, 37(11), 1773–1778.
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Approaches – lists of criteria

 lists usually focus on

– transparency with regard to 

business practices (e.g. 

length of peer review, 

APCs)

– impression of 

professionalism (e.g. 

website, memberships)

– trustworthiness of  

information (e.g. with regard 

to indexing, Journal Impact 

Factor)
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disadvantage: Think – Check – Submit 

list of criteria is rather short; some 

experience is needed to apply criteria 

properly

disadvantage: workload – not one 

single criterion alone is the decisive 

factor but a combination of criteria

advantage: single criterion can be 

weighted

advantage: list can be adjusted to 

subject areas
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Approaches – lists of criteria: Journal Evaluation Tool
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Developed by librarians 

in the US

Rele, Shilpa; Kennedy, Marie; and 

Blas, Nataly, "Journal Evaluation Tool" 

(2017). LMU Librarian Publications & 

Presentations. 40.

https://digitalcommons.lmu.edu/libraria

n_pubs/40

This rubric and scoring sheet is 

released under a Creative Commons 

Attribution-

NonCommercial-ShareAlike license 

(https://creativecommons.org/license

s/by-nc-sa/4.0/).
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Approaches – lists of criteria: lessons learned from a workshop held at ZB 

MED in December 2018
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Photo credit: U. Arning (ZB MED)

Workshop documentation: 
http://zbmedblog.de/bericht-zum-vernetzungsworkshop-

zu-predatory-publishing-bei-zb-med/ (German only)
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Approaches – lists of criteria: lessons learned from the 

workshop 
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 decide on the purpose a criterion should be used for: to identify reputable 

journals or to detect questionable ones?

 being listed on a black or white list should be only one criterion among 

others

 criteria can be separated into weak and strong criteria – weak criteria just 

work in combination with others; strong ones indicate quite clearly whether a 

journal is reputable/questionable

 criteria and assignment weak/strong both depend also on the subject area

 indexing: build your own knowledge base: document all critical cases, the 

criteria applied and the conclusions drawn from it – also to see 

developments

 consultation: provide a documentation; final decision should be made by the 

researchers
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Potential services offered by research libraries

 Awareness campaign by the university library of the University of 

Graz
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Videos are just one element of the 

awareness campaign; further 

information: 

https://opus4.kobv.de/opus4-bib-

info/.../Ginther_Lackner_Predatory

_Publishing.pdf (German only)

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8fUKCje7Aa0&list=PLm-qGn7rbCuh9fkUBG70gkUcfpZraoDXp
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Potential services offered by research libraries

 Information on library’s website – example: ZB MED
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https://www.publisso.de/en/advice/publishing-advice-faqs/predatory-publishing/

- also offering 

personal advice 

and workshops

- address issue in 

a doctoral 

student’s 

course at 

medical faculty

- target groups in 

general: 

researchers and 

information 

disseminators 
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Potential services offered by research libraries – further 

suggestions

 list (a selection of) criteria

 provide general information: where can researchers find advice?

 raise awareness among members of faculty (or even among the 

executive board of the university) 

 …
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Further suggestions?
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Thank you very much!

Dr. Jasmin Schmitz

ZB MED – Information Centre for Life Sciences

PUBLISSO Publication Advisory Services

Gleueler St. 60

D- 50931 Cologne

schmitz@zbmed.de

Tel. +49 221 478 32795 
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