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“I’m very worried about the fact 
that there appears to have arisen 
a huge disjuncture in perceptions 
on open access to scientific 
research.”

October 12, 2015

“Among many faculty researchers such as yourself (Burggren), (Open Access) 
seems increasingly to mean “there’s a lot of junk publishers out there, and many 
of them are open access, and that probably means open for anyone to publish in, 
so it’s a terrible thing to be avoided at all costs”.

Dean Martin Halbert

“This disjuncture in understanding and perspectives is leading to a slow 
motion train wreck in academia….. “



This talk……1) About me

3) The Hypotheses

2) Some literature

5) Conclusions

4) “In the trenches”

• Frequency

• Relevance

• Quality



What I am, what I am not!

I am not an 

information scientist 

or library scientist

I am a research scientist 

(biologist) of >40 years, 

and a journal Editor-in-Chief 

for 8 years

CO-AUTHORS

Dilip Madasu 

Kevin S. Hawkins 

Jesse Hamner 

Martin Halbert



Mostly, I’m a here as 

A GUINEA PIG!!



A view “from the trenches” as a scientist-consumer….

 2016 (185) Crossley II, D.A., Burggren, W.W., Reiber, C.L., Altimiras, J., Rodnick, K.J.

Mass transport: Circulatory system with emphasis on non-

endothermic species. Comprehensive Physiology. In Press.

(184) Oziolor, E.M., Dubansky, B., Burggren, W. and Matson, C.W. Cross-

resistance in Gulf killifish (Fundulus grandis) populations resistant to

dioxin-like compounds. Aquatic Toxicology. In Press.

(183) Burggren, W. W., Bautista Martinez, G., Camarillo Coop, S., Márquez,

Couturier, G., Páramo Delgadillo, S. and Alvarez González, C.A.

Developmental cardiorespiratory physiology of the air breathing

tropical gar, Atractosteus tropicus. American Journal of Physiology:

Regulatory, Integrative and Comparative. Accepted Pending

Revision.

(182) Branum, S., Tazawa, H. and Burggren, W.W. Phenotypic developmental

plasticity induced by pre-incubation egg storage in chicken embryos

(Gallus gallus domesticus). Physiological Reports. In Press.

(181) Mueller, C.A, Willis, E. and Burggren, W.W. Salt sensitivity of the

morphometry of Artemia franciscana during development: A

demonstration of 3-D critical windows. Journal of Experimental

Biology. 219:571-581.

(180) - Lauren Castilla, L., Burggren, W., David Muirhead, D., Nelson, T. and 

Dzialowski, E. Circulatory changes associated with the closure of 

the ductus arteriosus in hatching emu (Dromaius novaehollandiae). 

Journal of Comparative Physiology. A.  191: 202-208.

I publish mostly in ~8 “Legacy” Journals. 

All are on-line, but not all strictly so, and didn’t start that way.  



I LOVE seeing this in my PubMed search engine!!



Dear Dr. Burggren,

We have recently sent you a request for final proof-reading of biology-125287. You can now 

connect your ORCID to the paper, or register your personal ORCID and connect it to the 

paper here:

http://susy.mdpi.com/author/orcid/confirm/8f2faf7e5819bf339d4349b748de8140

ORCID is an open, non-profit, community-based effort to provide a registry of unique 

researcher identifiers and a transparent method of linking research activities and outputs to 

these identifiers. ORCID is unique in its ability to reach across disciplines, publishers, 

research sectors, and national boundaries and its cooperation with other identifier systems.

Best regards,

Fengyan Wang

Assistant Editor

Email: fonda.wang@mdpi.com

Open Access

Predatory Journals

http://susy.mdpi.com/author/orcid/confirm/8f2faf7e5819bf339d4349b748de8140
mailto:fonda.wang@mdpi.com


Predatory Journals??   Not Exactly News……

Screen Shot of Google Images of 

“Predatory Journals” – May 3, 2016



Some Literature on Predatory Journals…





Proliferation of OLJs 

and # articles 

published, especially 

by larger Houses

# Journal Articles

# Journal Publishers



OLJs from single publisher have “meatier” issues.

# Articles/Journal



Elsevier B.V. (Corporate Office), 

Radarweg 29, Amsterdam 1043 NX

International Journal of

Los Angeles, CA, USA



Shen and Bjorck’s (2015) Conclusions

• Problems caused by predatory journals are rather limited and regional

• Open access publishing is rapidly gaining momentum…. This should 

create better opportunities for researchers from countries where predatory 

publishing is currently popular, to get published in journals of higher quality.

The world is flat, at least electronically!!!



Shen and Bjorck’s (2015) Conclusions

• Problems caused by predatory journals are rather limited and regional

• Open access publishing is rapidly gaining momentum…. This should 

create better opportunities for researchers from countries where predatory 

publishing is currently popular, to get published in journals of higher quality.

Study ignores

CONSUMER CHOICE and 

CONSUMER ATTITUDE!!



Open Access Issues

What’s Our Research Focus??

Predatory 

Journals 

Solicitation Emails



HYPOTHESIS #2
Solicitation emails are increasingly

counterproductive by virtue of their

increasing numbers, impersonal

approach and “email noise” they

produce.

HYPOTHESIS #1:
Solicitation emails from predatory

journals are DEVALUING an

otherwise highly legitimate venue

for information distribution.



Testing the Hypotheses…..

Warren Burggren

Dilip Madasu 

Kevin S. Hawkins 

Jesse Hamner 

Martin Halbert

Questions

Objective

Subjective

Data Analysis

Quantitative

Qualitative

Data??



From January 11th, 2015…..

…every email soliciting 

manuscripts sent to 

burggren.unt.edu filed in a 

folder in Microsoft Outlook.

January 11th 2015 to May 20th, 2016 =

970 solicitation emails!!



100 events produced by one person, or one event observed 

by 100 people is not 100 events observed by 100 people!!

Pseudoreplication!



Penny.  Penny. Penny.

Are Solicitation Emails Resent/Duplicated?

n=326, 2015

Number of Solicitations/Journal
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Is there a “Seasonality” to Solicitation Emails?



Are Solicitation Emails ramping up?



Are Solicitation Emails ramping up?

Month

Ja
nu

ar
y

Feb
ru

ar
y

M
ar

ch
A
pr

il
M

ay
Ju

ne
Ju

ly

A
ug

us
t

S
ep

te
m

be
r

O
ct

ob
er

N
ov

em
be

r

D
ec

em
be

r

N
u
m

b
e

r 
o

f 
E

m
a

il
S

o
lic

it
a

ti
o

n
s

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

2015, n = 547 

2016, n= 278

2016 = ~2.9X 2015!! 

*Estimated

*



How many journals are new, vs ongoing?

Only 43/272 or 15.8% are “new”

….suggests that existing OLJs are ramping up their solicitations



Dear Dr. Warren W. Burggren, I hope to find you well.

I would like to inform you that, based on your publishing history, you are invited to contribute a new 

open access book project under the editorship of Dr. Jing Zheng. The current working title of the book is 

"Hypoxia". 

To learn more about the project (suggested topics, deadlines and the publishing process) and to register 

your participation, please visit:

http://www.intechopen.com/welcome/331b1aa8d399bc404988a8bc5e431582/burggren@unt.edu

The book will be an open access publication and all chapters will be available online for free, unlimited 

download, increasing their visibility and scientific impact. Please note that if your chapter gets accepted 

for publication, a payment of an Article Processing Charge will be required.

We hope that you will be able to join this project and I will be happy to help with any questions you 

might have.

Cordially,

Maja Bozicevic

Publishing Process Manager

“Processing fee” or “Processing charge” = 176/910 or 19.3%

“Publication fee” or “Publication charge” = 228/910 or 23.1%

What About Charges?



What else are the publishers doing to win manuscripts?

“Discount” = 59/910 or 5.5%

“Waiver”/“Waived” = 75/910 or 10.4%



What else are the publishers doing to win manuscripts?



So, I know I get a lot of email solicitations:

• How good are the journals?

• How relevant are the  journals?



Objective Criteria: How Good are the OLJ’s soliciting

my manuscripts?



86/274 or 31.4% had a DOAJ listing.

Only 10/274 or 3.6% even had an impact factor!

2/274 or 0.7% had a Index Medicus listing.

84/274 or 30.7% had a PubMed listing.

Objective Criteria: How Good are the OLJ’s soliciting

my manuscripts?



Subjective Criteria: How Good are the OLJ’s soliciting

my manuscripts?

Premise: If a journal wants my “business”, then:

• legitimate biologists run the journal, and

• legitimate publishers produce the journal.



Subjective Criteria: How Good are the OLJ’s soliciting

my manuscripts?



Subjective Criteria: How Good are the OLJ’s soliciting

my manuscripts?

What is the degree of “Professionalism” of the solicitation?

Among many possible criteria were:

• Opening salutation (errors, mailsort, misspelling, etc.)

• Spelling and grammar

• Casual greeting

• Overly obsequious approach

• Direct invitation to join with no evidence of vetting

• Faux background research on investigator (me)



Shouldn’t truly professional 

journals be aware of cultural 

biases of their target audiences?

Only 10% is obvious……



Subjective Criteria: How Good are the OLJ’s soliciting

my manuscripts?

What is the degree of “Professionalism” of the solicitation?

Among many possible criteria were:

• Opening salutation (errors, mailsort, misspelling, etc.)

• Spelling and grammar

• Casual greeting

• Obsequious and fawning approach

• Direct invitation to join with no evidence of vetting

• Faux background research on investigator (me)



Opening Salutation

Opening Salutation – “Dear” or “Dr.” Score

• “Burggren” 5

• “Warren Burggren”

• “Warren W. Burggren” 4

• “Burggren, Warren”

• “Burggren W” 

• “Burggren Warren W”

3

• “Dr. Warren” 

• Misspelled versions – e.g. “Bergen”

• Extra initial  - e.g. “W.W.W. Burggren”

2

• “Professor” 

• “Colleague”  

• “Researcher” 

• any other completely impersonal opening. 

1
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Are Solicitation Emails From Relevant Journals?

Relevance Score
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Nine (9!)



All Online 

Journals Soliciting  

Manuscripts

Relevant Online 

Journals Not 

Soliciting  

Manuscripts

Relevant Online 

Journals Soliciting  

Manuscripts

“The good journals don’t 
have to advertise”!

Kent Chapman, UNT 

Professor





Potentially legitimate 

invitations missed?

All but a favored few 

Online Journals 

viewed with some 

suspicion?
OLJs

Consequences of Current Landscape

Established Researchers…….



Consequences of Current Landscape

And then there is academic youth and ego……



Consequences of Current Landscape

Trainees…….



Consequences of Current Landscape

……need training!!!

Boolian Searches



Consequences of Current Landscape

Caveat Emptor!!

Dial up the

Skepticism……



Journal 

Reputation

Some Conclusions

“The good (bad?) 

ol’ days” – the 

reputation did all 

the work!

Publication only if:  

Good Methods + Good Results + Good Interpretation
(notwithstanding the “bizarre filtering process” referred to at 10:15 this AM)

Reader didn’t used to have to work

very hard at quality assurance!!!!



…. and on Library 

Scientists to help 

with skills training

Burden increasingly 

on Investigator….

Some Conclusions

With access to everything, 

increasing need to separate 

scientific wheat from chaff…..

Good methods, good results, 

bad interpretation



Some Conclusions

Open Access Issues
Predatory 

Journals 

Predatory Journals are 

everyone’s problem



The Future…….

Known knowns: ~50,000,000 journal articles published to

date. (1/2 are now in PubMed!) Jinha, A.E., Article 50 million: an estimate

of the number of scholarly articles in existince. Learned Publishing, 2010. 23(3): p. 258-263.

Access to published journal articles never better, will grow

exponentially (especially back in time in some fields).

Known unknowns: Will lack of quality control lead to an

“industry” restructuring, if not collapse? (What’s with Physics???)

Unknown unknowns: Disruptive technology for dissemination

of what we currently call “journal articles”? (A new desktop

publishing?)



Predatory Conferences, Too!



Thanks!!!

Questions/Comments?


