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• Preferred topic of research: research 
misconduct and fraud

• Changing topic 

• Is there a relationship between 
fraudulent science and predatory 
publishing practices (PPP)?

• And what is the impact of PPP on the 
quality and reliability of science?

• Context of commodification of science 
and the high-value market placed on 
scientific publications

• The turn to Open Access and Article 
Processing Charges

• Current risks and threats to research 
integrity, including in Criminology

• Predatory publishing in connection to 
other (cyber)crimes and disinformation



• 18th century: publication = to make 
something public (incl. classes)

• 19th century: publications = published 
papers in academic publishers

• Books, edited books, academic journals

• Aim: to disseminate knowledge for 
science users

• Submitted to critical/peer review

• Used to asses scientists’ performances 
and their institutions

• A ”measure of unit”, a “currency” 
(Latour) of research



• “publish or perish”

• The importance of metrics and of bibliotetric indexes

“Today (...) publication is no longer necessarily evaluated 
through reading by people but, in some contexts, through 
markers connected to the publication (though external 
to it), such as the impact factor of the journal where it is 
published or the number (...) of the citations it receives 
(...) or article metrics on platforms like Academia.edu and 
ResearchGate (...)” (Biagioli & Lippman, 2020, p. 4)

• risk: content and quality of paper is no longer being 
assessed, but rather external circunstances and 
quantitative metrics (e.g. rankings, bibliometric metadata, 
etc) are used to evaluate quality 

• Migration from exact sciences’ model to the social 
sciences and humanities



Understanding Open Access, Univ of 
Manchester

Check out work being conductet 
at ENOC - European Network for 
Open Criminology

https://www.library.manchester.ac.uk/services/research/open-research/access/understanding/
https://www.library.manchester.ac.uk/services/research/open-research/access/understanding/


• Gold: immediatelty OA in publisher’s website; Creative Commons license; publisher will ask for APC (article 
processing charges)

Example:

- Nature - The APC to publish Gold Open Access in Nature is £9190.00/$12690.00/€10690.00.

• Green: OA at an institutional repository; available version may pre-print, draft whitout reviews, or version after 
review accepted  to be published; embargoes may apply; no APC

Examples:

- CrimRXiv

- Preprints

• Diamond: immediate AO of papers in their final version; no APC . 

Examples:

- The Journal of Qualitative Criminal Justice and Criminology

- https://doaj.org/

https://www.springernature.com/gp/open-science/about/the-fundamentals-of-open-access-and-open-research
https://www.crimrxiv.com/
https://www.preprints.org/
https://www.qualitativecriminology.com/
https://doaj.org/


Current risks to 
science



• Paper mills: 

- Papers written by AI which do not have 
correspondence with real research 
carried by scientists

- Selling authorship of papers that may or 
may not correspond to actual research

- Peer review and editor rings: research 
behind paper may or may not be real; 
but review and editorial work are fake

- Special issues are organized where 
content and authorship is controlled to 
guarantee authorship and referencing

- Money is charged to scientists
- Journals are flooded with such papers, 

affecting their turnover process
- The process has been documented

https://retractionwatch.com/2024/10/01/hidden-hydras-uncovering-the-massive-footprint-of-one-paper-mills-operations/


• Predatory journals in OA

Elsevier workshop for authors



• Spamming / phishing

• Highjacking websites of legitimate /established journals

• Fake profiles of authors and editors

• Identity theft of editorial board members and/or editorial teams

• Fake statements about IF, COPES and other ethical compliance guidelines, 
peer review process, etc. 

• Disinformation and/or fraudulent science



Red flags



24.837052 Euros





https://www.jhumanities.com/journal/ijccl 

https://www.jhumanities.com/journal/ijccl






• https://us.sagepub.com/en-
us/nam/open-access-at-sage 

• https://email.sagepub.com/optie
xt/optiextension.dll?ID=WstWqY
USz8dqj1gT9VcMteZ1q8oXPzq2g
YBijsn9u6N9PztGyWIeZsovl%2Bq
NH%2BsQg8breSxQJFjM2T2EeCO
wfKJZ2UETQmQwBric5uWC 

https://us.sagepub.com/en-us/nam/open-access-at-sage
https://us.sagepub.com/en-us/nam/open-access-at-sage
https://email.sagepub.com/optiext/optiextension.dll?ID=WstWqYUSz8dqj1gT9VcMteZ1q8oXPzq2gYBijsn9u6N9PztGyWIeZsovl%2BqNH%2BsQg8breSxQJFjM2T2EeCOwfKJZ2UETQmQwBric5uWC
https://email.sagepub.com/optiext/optiextension.dll?ID=WstWqYUSz8dqj1gT9VcMteZ1q8oXPzq2gYBijsn9u6N9PztGyWIeZsovl%2BqNH%2BsQg8breSxQJFjM2T2EeCOwfKJZ2UETQmQwBric5uWC
https://email.sagepub.com/optiext/optiextension.dll?ID=WstWqYUSz8dqj1gT9VcMteZ1q8oXPzq2gYBijsn9u6N9PztGyWIeZsovl%2BqNH%2BsQg8breSxQJFjM2T2EeCOwfKJZ2UETQmQwBric5uWC
https://email.sagepub.com/optiext/optiextension.dll?ID=WstWqYUSz8dqj1gT9VcMteZ1q8oXPzq2gYBijsn9u6N9PztGyWIeZsovl%2BqNH%2BsQg8breSxQJFjM2T2EeCOwfKJZ2UETQmQwBric5uWC
https://email.sagepub.com/optiext/optiextension.dll?ID=WstWqYUSz8dqj1gT9VcMteZ1q8oXPzq2gYBijsn9u6N9PztGyWIeZsovl%2BqNH%2BsQg8breSxQJFjM2T2EeCOwfKJZ2UETQmQwBric5uWC
https://email.sagepub.com/optiext/optiextension.dll?ID=WstWqYUSz8dqj1gT9VcMteZ1q8oXPzq2gYBijsn9u6N9PztGyWIeZsovl%2BqNH%2BsQg8breSxQJFjM2T2EeCOwfKJZ2UETQmQwBric5uWC


https://ijbms.net/menu?menu=Submission 

https://ijbms.net/menu?menu=Submission


https://www.icssinstitute.org/journal.html 

https://www.icssinstitute.org/journal.html


But is there a list of predatory journals?

Not so easy to tell apart. E.g MDPI

Universities may include transformative agreements with 
editors to benefit from lower APC, including MDPI

Some make the case that MDPI (and Frontiers, for 
instance) are becoming established and quality publishers

https://beallslist.net/


Steps to due diligence



• The quality and legitimacy of the jornal and/or editor

• The truthfulness of statements (e.g. IF, peer review quality)

• Quality content (including the topic, methods, language, references)

• Relevance of previously published authors/editors: are they known t the research topic? Are there public,
available CVs of them?

• The Business model: does ir use aggressive marketing strategies? May I decide not to pay APC and not have the
publication in OA?

• Are non-institutional contacts being used? Dies the website look legit? Or is the submission platform a general
one (e.g. googleforms)?

• Is the journal well established in my field? Is it in a unrelated topic? Or in a extremely broad area?

• Do I know anyone who has published there? How was their experience? How was the peer review process?

• May I contact the Editor in Chief via official channels to ask for clarifications?



Mas...
No clear evidence 
that predatory 
journals publish bad 
/ fraudulent science

Countries from 
Global South and/or 
lower scientific 
production may use 
predatory journals 
to overcome 
hegemonic 
publication systems 
from the Global 
North

Difficult to separate 
predatory journals from 
established ones due to 
aggressive marketing 
strategies and high APC

Science evaluation 
systems play a role 
in pushing authors 
to use predatory 
publication practices

There are different  
epistemic 
communities and 
scientific traditions, 
e.g. Law vs. Biology 
(e.g. peer review 
practices)



Future steps

Global Publishing

To elucidate the relationship between evaluation systems and (questionable) publishing practices, accounting 
for the contextual processes of labelling practices as questionable

Combines systematic review, quantitative and bibliometric methods to identify (changing) publishing practices 
associated with evaluation systems, together with qualitative methods to understand the motivations for 
these practices in six national systems: Germany, Poland, Portugal, South Africa, India, and Brazil. 

Including looking for moral panics on PPP, labelling on those who decide to publish, structural conditions of 
for-profit scientific publishing; connection to disinformation and research fraud

Global Publishing:

https://www2.hu-berlin.de/globalpublishing/


Thank you
rfaria@direito.up.pt

Funded by Fundação para a Ciência e a 
Tecnologia – UIDB/00443/2025 (CIJ - Centro de 
Investigação Interdisciplinar em Justiça)” and by 
the Volkswagen Foundation 
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