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The rise and rise of predatory journals and the risks to 
clinical practice, health and careers: the APAME 2024 
Sydney declaration on predatory or pseudo journals 
and publishers
Nicholas J Talley1 , Virginia Barbour2 , José Florencio F Lapeña3 , Peter L Munk4,5, Wilfred C G Peh6,7

On 28–30 August 2024, the annual meeting of the Asia 
Pacific Association of Medical Journal Editors (APAME) 
was held at the University of Newcastle, New South 

Wales. APAME is a non-governmental, non-partisan, non-profit 
organisation that supports and promotes medical journalism in 
the Asia–Pacific region. It provides a forum for education and 
exchange of ideas and interacts with numerous organisations 
around the world, including the World Health Organization, to 
fulfill its mission. This year, APAME issued the Sydney declaration 
on predatory or pseudo journals and publishers (Box). “Predatory 
journals” can be defined as those “which actively solicit 
manuscripts and charge publications fees without providing 
robust peer review and editorial services”.1 However, there is a 
continuum from predatory to low quality publishing behaviour 
and even reputable journals are not immune to providing low 
quality services on occasion.

Over the last quarter century, medical journals have undergone 
significant change in how they are published, and virtually all 
academic journals are now wholly or predominantly available 
online. Most new journals are fully online. At the same time, 
there has been a move towards open access publishing to make 
medical knowledge more globally accessible, thus reducing 
inequity in knowledge access. Open access has become mandated 
by many grant-funding organisations and embraced by many 
researchers. Open access requires a shift of financial model from 
consumers — largely institutions paying for access to academic 
journals — to the authors or their institutions paying for work 
to be universally available to all readers. Although there is a 
diverse variety of open access models, including access through 
university repositories and consortial support for open access 
journals, one model, in which open access is paid for at the level 
of individual articles, can be particularly problematic. Not only 
can this model lead to inequity in ability to pay (ie, if authors are 
not affiliated with institutions that can support open access), it 
also opens the door to predatory publishing practices.2,3

Although most traditional journals that adopted open access have 
maintained their high standards of peer review and adherence to 
ethical codes of practice, thousands of fraudulent journals have 
arisen with the explicit goal of enticing unsuspecting authors 
to pay to get their articles published. Unfortunately, these 
journals have also tapped into a key driver of academic success 
— publish or perish. Where authors are driven by incentives to 
publish many articles, and especially where speed of publishing 
can be very important and authors are unaware of the predatory 
practices, they may see these journals as a convenient option, 
and, ironically, cost effective, as they usually have lower article 
processing charges than reputable journals.1

Authors are typically lured with the use of phishing emails (that 
many MJA readers have undoubtedly found in their inboxes), 
which frequently refer them to slick, often deceptive websites 
that may include fake impact factors and editorial boards. In 
the worst cases, these predatory journals provide little, if any, 
vetting and peer review, and have a low (or no) threshold for 
article acceptance.4 Rapid publication is promised once open-
access charges have been paid. But this is a spectrum; other 
journals fail to be transparent about their policies and have 
standards that are too low, and while these journals are also 
considered deceptive, they are harder to detect. Even journals 
listed on PubMed may be predatory in a minority of cases; 
because of the open-access requirements of funders, a publicly 
funded study published in a predatory journal may end up 
being listed in PubMed5 regardless of the journal’s quality or 
standards.

Special issues of journals are another version of predatory 
publishing in which authors are encouraged to submit articles 
for issues that have no or little editorial curation, by editors who 
have only a tenuous relation with that journal. The recent plan 
to retract about 1200 more articles (than the original 511) by 
Hindawi and its parent company, Wiley, was related to “Special 
Issues in these journals” being “targeted by papermills and 
bad actors, with researcher identities manipulated (to appear 
as legitimate researchers) and content fabricated (to appear 
as legitimate content).”6 Predatory journals therefore have a 
corrosive effect at many levels — for readers and authors, and 
for the wider research community.

Readers of the MJA and other reputable medical journals expect 
that articles have been carefully reviewed and vetted, and the 
information contained therein is accurate, reliable and safely 
applicable. Anyone turning to information in a predatory journal 
has no such reasonable assurance. In these deceptive journals, 
faulty, weak and inaccurate research is published, which 
may adversely affect clinical care and research. Furthermore, 
increasing numbers of citations to predatory journal research are 
cropping up in articles sent to reputable journals, showing that 
the contamination of poor or even fake research is spreading.7,8 
In a further complication, good articles that are published in 
poor journals may never be seen, as many of these journals 
are not properly indexed in recognised reputable indices (eg, 
PubMed, Directory of Open Access Journals, Web of Science, 
Scopus) and may not be archived in perpetuity.

Authors may be affected in multiple ways. Crucially, they are 
likely to receive no feedback to improve their articles (which 
is part of a healthy peer-review process).4 The authors are also 
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fleeced of their funds, which is especially heartbreaking as many 
of the authors submitting to these journals are from low- and 
middle-income countries. And finally, if the authors list these 
articles on their curriculum vitae, they risk diminished future 
opportunities for education and employment.9

How to avoid being duped? The use of artificial intelligence 
programs to detect predatory journals has so far not proved very 
promising.10 Lists of predatory journals are available but may be 
incomplete, unreliable, and out of date.11 Work has been done 

to list the characteristics of predatory journals.1,4,9 In the end, 
the answer is likely to come from authors being very careful, 
and doing their own homework, especially if submitting to an 
unfamiliar journal. Helpful checklists are available.12 Readers 
too must take care in assessing the research they read.

APAME issued this declaration because of the growing concern 
for the damage that predatory journals inflict.13 In conjunction 
with kindred organisations, APAME is committed not only to 
avoiding predatory journal practices, but to make every effort to 
educate and empower editors, peer reviewers, authors, librarians 
and ethical publishers to minimise their impact.
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APAME 2024 Sydney Declaration on Predatory or Pseudo 
Journals and Publishers
Sydney declaration on predatory or pseudo journals and publishers

We, the participants in the Joint Meeting of the Asia Pacific Association 
of Medical Journal Editors (APAME), the Western Pacific Region Index 
Medicus (WPRIM), and Index Medicus of the South-East Asia Region 
(IMSEAR), held in Newcastle, New South Wales, Australia from August 28 
to 30, 2024:

Considering
•	 That predatory (or pseudo) journals and publishers offer open-access 

publication in exchange for fees without robust editorial or publishing 
services; these include “fake” or “scam” journals or publishers who send 
phishing emails which promise quick review;

•	 That the articles collected by predatory (or pseudo) journals or 
publishers may never be published, or often are published with poor 
quality or accessibility, irrespective of any attempts by authors to 
withdraw them, resulting in such research effectively being lost;

Confirm
•	 Our commitment to uphold the quality and integrity of our individual 

journals and their respective submission, editing and review processes, 
in opposition to predatory (or pseudo) journal practices;

•	 Our commitment to exercise vigilance and safeguard the quality and 
integrity of our respective publishers against predatory (or pseudo) 
publication processes;

•	 Our commitment to ensure that member journals of the Asia Pacific 
Association of Medical Journal Editors (including those indexed in the 
Western Pacific Region Index Medicus and Index Medicus of the South-
East Asia Region) and their publishers do not engage in predatory  
(or pseudo) journal or publication practices;

Call on
•	 Member States of and governments in the World Health Organization 

(WHO) Western Pacific and South-East Asia Regions, in collaboration 
with stakeholders from the non-governmental and private sectors, to 
formulate and implement procedures and processes for identifying and 
dealing with predatory (and pseudo) journals and publishers, and for 
guiding new and existing journals away from engaging in predatory 
(and pseudo) journal and publisher practices;

•	 Stakeholders from the public and private sectors, national and 
international organisations, universities and academic societies to 
support WPRIM, IMSEAR, the Global Index Medicus of WHO, in 
ensuring the availability of high quality health information for all that is 
not marred by predatory (and pseudo) journal and publication practices;

Commit
•	 Ourselves and our journals not to engage in predatory (or pseudo) 

journal practices, by learning about and implementing best journal 
practices, in accordance with the recommendations and guidelines 
issued by such bodies as the International Committee of Medical Journal 
Editors (ICMJE), the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), and the 
World Association of Medical Editors (WAME);

•	 Our organisation, APAME, to building collaborative networks, 
convening meaningful conferences, and organising participative events 
to educate and empower editors, peer reviewers, authors, librarians, 
and publishers to recognise and avoid engaging in predatory (or pseudo) 
journal and publisher practices.

Source: August 30, 2024, Newcastle, NSW, Australia, Copyright APAME. This declaration 
was launched at the 2024 Convention of the Asia Pacific Association of Medical Journal 
Editors (APAME) held in New South Wales, Australia from 28 to 30 August 2024. It is 
concurrently published in journals linked to APAME and listed in the Index Medicus of the 
South-East Asia Region (IMSEAR) and the Western Pacific Region (WPRIM). ◆

https://retractionwatch.com/2023/04/05/wiley-and-hindawi-to-retract-1200-more-papers-for-compromised-peer-review/
https://retractionwatch.com/2023/04/05/wiley-and-hindawi-to-retract-1200-more-papers-for-compromised-peer-review/
https://retractionwatch.com/2023/04/05/wiley-and-hindawi-to-retract-1200-more-papers-for-compromised-peer-review/
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000383324
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000383324


M
JA

 2
21

 (5
) ▪

 2
 S

ep
te

m
be

r 2
02

4

250

Editorial

	10	 Dadkhah M, Oermann MH, Hegedüs M, et al. Diagnosis unreliability of 
ChatGPT for journal evaluation. Adv Pharm Bull 2024; 14: 1-4.

	11	 Mallapaty S. China has a list of suspect journals and it’s just been updated. 
Nature 2024; 627: 252-253.

	12	 Think. Check. Submit. [website]. https://​think​check​submit.​org (viewed July 
2024).

	13	 Sanderson K. Science’s fake-paper problem: high-profile effort will tackle 
paper mills. Nature 2024; 626: 17-18. ■

https://thinkchecksubmit.org

	The rise and rise of predatory journals and the risks to clinical practice, health and careers: the APAME 2024 Sydney declaration on predatory or pseudo journals and publishers
	Acknowledgements: 
	Competing interests: 
	Provenance: 
	Anchor 5


