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In academic publishing, predatory open-access publishing is an exploitative business model which 
involves charging publication fees to authors without providing the editorial and publishing services 
associated with traditional journals (open access or not). Predatory publishing have indeed become  
buzz-words over the last couple of years,  as they  permeate across the majority of medical and 
surgical sub-specialties.  
 
One of the reasons for the diffusion of predatory scientific publishing is that it camouflages itself as a 
form of open access publishing. Initially open access publishing represented a paradigm shift in the 
scientific literature business model. It shifted from a pay-for-access to a pay-for-publication model 
and allowed for more rapid international dissemination of knowledge. Further confusing matters were 
terms such as gold and green publishing. Gold publishing refers to articles that are freely viewable in 
open access or hybrid journals. Green publishing refers to articles in traditional subscription-based 
journals whose authors make an open access version available from a central repository such as 
PubMed Central. Open access publishing is more egalitarian as it helps scholars and researchers who 
are unable to afford usual journal or article subscriptions. This approach has been shown to generate 
higher citation levels than traditional publications, while still adhering to the same high standards of 
scholarly excellence1,2. The initial costs associated with this form of publishing in some circumstances 
has been offset by some research bodies allowing for unrestricted access and incorporating them into 
the terms of grant proposals.   
 
Predatory journals – of which most of us who have previously published can attest to – will blanket 
email offers of guaranteed publications, with quick turn-arounds and acceptance times. These journals 
often have bizarre sounding names such as the “International Journal of Paediatric Microlithiasis”, or, 
“The American Journal of Toddler Hypospadiology”. Fawning emails with generic salutations such as 
“Dear Esteemed Sir/Madam” and “Dear Highly Rated Doctor”, appear in one’s inbox at least 7-
8x/day. Whilst one could be forgiven for feelings of exaltation, one must carefully avoid the deadly 
sins of gluttony, greed, envy, and pride, preyed on by predatory journals. Publishing with them may 
lead to future feelings of envy, and wrath, and subsequently sloth when one realizes the futility of the 
hard work wasted for their publication.  
 
As a business model, it can be akin to low-cost, low-budget, high-turnover businesses, however the 
product/service is useless. These journal misrepresent themselves as legitimate gold publishing open 
access journals. The business model depends on luring authors with the tempting opportunity to 
publish rapidly in an indexed journal some of which have found their way on PubMed and Medline. 
Their profit comes from substantial fees charged to the authors, low cost due to virtual publication 
and lack of any review infrastructure. These journals have false metrics, and are often unstable. 
Because the article copyright is signed over to the journal (an action not in align with the spirit of 
open access) authors feel trapped. Attempts to withdrawal articles are difficult to achieve and require 
hefty withdrawal fees3. The pressure to publish for those scientists who rely on grant income, is 
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