Oncology Under Attack by Predatory
Journals: A Global Survey
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Clinical oncology and cancer research are experiencing rapid growth to improve patients’ care.

This field is, unfortunately, infiltrated by predatory journals (PJs) that are damaging all areas of science as a dark
side of the Open Access Movement.

To our knowledge, only one survey-based study has previously addressed this issue among oncologists, with a
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Methods

We used an anonymized 29 questions-based survey to investigate oncologists’ knowledge on predatory
publishing across oncology specialties in a cohort of participants from all the globe with a particular focus on
low- and middle-income countries (LMICs).

Descriptive statistics and logistic regression were used to describe surveyees’ responses and to identify risk

geographical restriction to those practicing in Austria and Germany (Richtig et al. 2019 ESMO Open) factors for predatory publishing as appropriate.

+ There is limited knowledge on predatory journals in oncology, and no global study has assessed factors associated + The null hypotheses (HO) were that the proportions of responses to the questions would not differ between
with this issue of research integrity. oncologists and cancer researchers located in LMICs and high-income countries (HICs).
Results + CROSS guidelines were used to report the survey data before publishing.
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1 7 Reasons that encourage oncologists to submit to predatory journals

Frequency of article solicitations by predatory journals

Fast decision —157 (36,6 %)

No time to target good journals 25 (5,8 %)
@ Every day | don't publish in predatory journals 164 (38,2 %)
.& o Every week Internat!cnal visibility —24 (5,6 %)
\ ; Career improvement | G—G—G— 46 (10,7 %)
, ‘ © Once a year Academic boost in short time 57 (13,3 %)
ya A @ Every 6 months Not important to be predatory or not| —12(2.8 %)
9,6% @ Every 2 - 3 months Low open access fees |89 (20,7 %)
@ Monthly Need to publish my residency or PhD thesis 77 (17,9 %)
4 ; No peer-review —56 (13,1 %)
60 countries ® | don'tknow Recommended by my supervisor jmm—10 (2,3 %)
covered @ | prefer not to answer Their invitations are encouraging 36 (8.4 %)
= % There is no clear definition of predatory journals —43 (10 %)
including 35 Repositories to identify predatory journals are 42 (9,8 %)
insufficient
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Use of the Beall's list and "Think Check Submit” to prevent

Invitations to publish in predatory
authors from being scammed by predatory journals

Pressure to publish from academic journals using social networks Why do predatory journals target scientists,

institution and supervisors ® ves o particularly from developing countries?

®No @ Yes ) O ves

@ | prefer not to answer @® No ® No They can afford low open access fees 208 (48,5 %)

| This is the first time I'm hearing about i
these tools. Poor knowledge on predatory journals —222 (51,7 %)

Characteristics (n=426) | %o Low quality research 128 (29,8%)
Age: 38.54+ 8.5 (Male-to-female ratio: 0.98) y They like fast publication process 197 (459 %)
Academic degree 28,2% "
MD 62.9 . Poori tion on the i of p i 140 (326 %)

MD/PhD 17.1 | don't know T4(172%)
PhD 14.8
Other 52 48,3% Resp to email by predatory journals | prefeter not to answer
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country OR=3.56; 95% CI: 1.73-7.33, p=0.001 publishing is also an issue in global oncology.
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cademic level . o . . — NoEo - - ) ; S J
Specialist doctors 53.5 Email invitations (o publich datory . Previous publications in predatory journals OR=2.11; 95% CI: 1.05-4.21, p=0.034 inform research capac|ty.bu||d|ng in LMICs.
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Publication record . @ Yes, | have published articles knowing ublishing did not reduce the risk o mark a global change
Yes 78.1 @ Yes 5¢ that it was a predatory journal ublishing in predatory journals 9 ge.
N 21 N @ VYes, but | didn't know at the moment that =0.
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publishing and research integrity using distance education. If you are
interested to organize an event to increase awareness on this issue,
Please contact us.

@elbairikhalid19

Email: k.elbairi@ump.ac.ma
Mobile: +212 648 83 08 11




