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BEALL'S LIST
Pre‘pUbhcatlon: peer review OF POTENTIAL PREDATORY JOURNALS AND PUBLISHERS
Post-publication: correction + retraction

PUBLISHERS STANDALONE JOURNALS VANITY PRESS CONTACT OTHER

Legitimate journals > Potential predatory journals (PPJs) > Predatory journals.
Search for publishers (name or URL)

Various characteristics identified are used as criteria for defining PPJs.

Predatory journals are criticized for/defined by their lack of (rigorous) peer review. Potential predatory scholarly Useful pages
Journal performance in retraction handling can be utilized as an additional open-access publishers it of journats asely
criterion for ldentlfylng PPJs. Instructions: first, find the journal’s publisher - it is usually written at the claiming to be indexed
bottom of the journal’s webpage or in the “About” section. Then simply by DOAI
enter the publisher’s name or its URL in the search box above. If the DOAJ: Journals added
journal does not have a publisher use the Standalone Journals list. ST EvEd
Of Potential Predatory Journals (PPJS) and Publishers (PPPS) All journals published by a predatory publisher are potentially predatory
httDS'//beaHSliSt net/ unless stated otherwise. NanreconmBntied
: : medical periodicals
Curated by Jeffrey Beall, a former librarian at the University of Colorado Denver. Original list e e
Criticized for the unreliability and SUbjeCtiVity of its inclusion criteria. This is an archived version of the Beall’s list - a list of potential predatory Flaky Academic Journals
Suspended in January 2017' publishers created by a librarian Jeffrey Beall. We will only update links Blog
. and add notes to this List.
Revived and updated by an anonymous researcher. List of scholarly
e 1088 Email Press publishing stings
Data coverage: 1,511 stand-alone PPJs + 1,327 PPPs. P
e The 5th Publisher Conferences
e ABCJournals
e AM Publishers Questionable
. . . . : f hiv
To identify retractions by the standalone PPJs on the updated Beall’s List. S SRl
. . . . . e Academe Research Journals How to avoid predatory
To develop a framework for assessing journal performance in retraction handling. « Academia Publishing s
To assess the PPJs’ performance in retraction handling. * Academia Research H .
aky Academic

e Academia Scholarly Journals (AS))
Conferences Blog

To compare retraction-handling performance between PPJs and legitimate ones (?)

o Academic and Business Research Institute



https://beallslist.net/

(COPE Council, 2019; NISO, 2023; Oransky, 2015;
Xu & Hu, 2021, 2023, 2024).

* 34 unique indicators
e 6 primary + 16 secondary + 16 tertiary indictors

PPJ retractions

* 645 retractions by 45 PPJs as archived by the RWDB.

« Rate of retracting PPJs: 3.0% (45 x 100/1,511).
Silent retraction rate

* 145 publications retracted with a retraction notice;

« Silent retraction rate: 77.% ((645-145)x100/645).
Overall poor PPJ performance in retraction handling

* 00-100%: 7 in green

 80-90%: 4 in blue

* 60-70%: 11n orange

* 50-60%: 5 indicators in brown

e <50%:17
Changes over time

* 645 retractions documented by RWDB as of 2022;
* 420 retractions located in January 2024 ;

* 414 retractions located in May 2025;

« Performance decline in the first 8 indicators.

, .. . . . . 202401 202405
Indicators of journal performance in retraction handling
fl% fl %
1. Availability of a retraction policy (N =45) 26 578 24 533
X, Accessibility of the retracted publication (N = 645) 420 651 414 642
1. Accessibility of the retraction notice (N = 645 145 225 137 21.2
4. Connectivity between the two corresponding documents (N =645) 106 16.4 96 149
5. Retraction visibility (N = 645)
5.1 The retraction notice title indicating retraction 142 2240 134 208
5.2 The refraction notice being available in FDF format 139 ZX1.é 131 203
5.3 Ome retraction notice for one retracted publication 136 21.1 135 209
5.4 The retracted publication being watermarked 109 169 101 157
5.5 The HTML of the retraction notice enabling sharing B9 1318 89 1318
6. Informativeness of the retraction notice in PDF format (N =139)
6.1 Bibliographic information of the retraction notice
6.1.1 Journal title 130 935
6.1.2 Volume, issue, and page 128 921
6.1.3 Title 123 EB.5
6.1 4 Publication date 123 KBRS
6.1.5 Publisher name Bl 583
6.1.6 DOl Bl 583
6.1.7 Author name{s) 12 8.6
6.1.8 Author affibation(s) 1 0.7
6.2 Bibliographic information of the retracted publication
6.2.1 Title 138 993
6.2.2 Journal title 124 964
6.2.3 Author nameys) 134 464
6.2.4 Publication date 131 942
6.2.5 Volume, issue, and page 130 935
6.2.6 Publisher name Bl 583
6.2.7 DO 37 o6
6.2 8 Author affiliation(s) 33 217
6.3 Retraction reason(s) 124 £9.2
6.4 Indication of agents of key acts 113 E1.3
6.5 Allegation|s) against the retracted publication 79 568
6.6 Investigation(s) into the allegation(s) 75 540
6.7 Act of performing retraction 73 515
6.8 Regquest for retraction 66 47.5
6.9 Announcement of retraction 63 453
6. 10 Indication of availability of the retracted publication 53 381
6.11 Indication of time points of key acts 11 7.9




International Journal of Nanomedicine (n = 50) and
Oncotarget (n = 25), accounting for 52% of the 145 retraction
notices available for analysis.

The 2 PPJs included in SCIE remarkably outperformed other
PPJs in retraction handling.

Journal of Fundamental and Applied Sciences (n = 420
silent retractions) and International Journal of

Electrochemical Science (n = 24)

The reliability of Beall’s List of standalone PPJs is questioned
in terms of some PPJs’ outstanding performance in retraction

handling.

Journal performance in retraction handling should be
considered as an additional journal selection criterion of Web
of Science Core Collection.

Journal quality can be dynamic, and legitimate journals, even
prestigious ones, may not outperform some so-called PPJs in
retraction handling.

ssreacrion
Falmcatlon and Characterization of Glimepiride Nanosuspension by
Ult tion-Assisted Precipitation for Improvement of Oral

Bioavailability and in vitro a-Glucosidase Inhibition [Retraction]
YHQing

Fulltext Get Permission || Cit

, Mahmosd HM

Published 28 Hovember 2022 Volume 2022:17 Pages 57

DOE hitps:/doi org/10 5396841

Rahim H, Sadig A, Khan S, et al. Int J Nanomedicine. 2019;14:6287-6296.

The Editor and Publisher of International Journal of Nanomedicine wish to retract the published article. Concerns were
raised about the alleged duplication of regions within the image used in Figure 4A. The authors did respond to our queries
but were unable to provide a satisfactory explanation for the alleged duplication. In addition, further analysis of the
original image used in Figure 4A indicates that regions within the image may have been altered. The Editor determined
that the findings reported in the article were unreliable and requested for the article to be retracted. The authors were
notified of this.

We have been informed in our decision-making by our policy on publishing ethics and integrity and the COPE guidelines
on retractions.

The retracted article will remain online to maintain the scholarly record, but it will be digitally watermarked on each page

2s "Retracted”.

This retraction relat

International Journal of Nanomedicine Dove

3 RETRACTION
by

Fabrication and Ch:ra:tenzatlon of
Ults icatis isted Preci ion for cl Oral
Bioavailability and in vitro a-Glucosidase Inl 'bmon [Retraction]

Rahim H, Sadig A, Khan S, et al. Int J Nanomedicine. 2019;14:6287-6296.

‘The Editor and Publisher of International Journal of Nanomedicine wish to retract the published article. Concerns were
raised about the alleged duplication of regions within the image used in Figure 4A. The authors did respond to our
queries but were unable o provide a satisfactory explanation for the alleged duplication. In addition, further analysis of
the original image used in Figure 4A indicates that regions within the image may have been altered. The Editor
determined that the findings reported in the article were unreliable and requested for the article to be retracted. The
authors were notified of this.

We have been informed in our decision-making by our policy on publishing cthics and intcgrity and the COPE guidelines
on retractions.

‘The retracted article will remain online to maintain the scholarly record, but it will be digitally watermarked on each page
as “Retracted™.

International Journal of Nanomedicine Dove

Publish your work in this journal

The ncmatons o o Nesomodiine i erionl ko sion dignosicy
" v Gl sytems thcmghons the 0 T ol s et on Ried Conr Vit ine, CAS, S
Current Contents* Clinical Medicine, Joumal Citation Rq /Science Edition, EMBase, and the Elscvier Bit ibases. The
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Tecermagoral Jourral of Nanomadidins Z0217 $77% 5779
Racoved: 23 2022
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Published: 28 November 2022 o ey e e = rtiery

International Journal of Nanomedicine Dove Retractions

3 ORIGINAL RESEARCH 4 Retraction will be issued where a major error | in the methods or analysis) invalidates the con ons in the

RETRACTED ARTICLE: Fabrication and
characterization of glimepiride nanosuspension
by ultrasonication-assisted precipitation for
improvement of oral bioavailability and ig vitro
a-glucosidase inhibition

Haroon Rahim' Purpose: We aimed 1o enhance the sol
Abdul Sadiq? a-glucosidase inhibition of glimepi
Shahzeb Khan?~*
Fazli Amin' Methods: Glm nanosuspensiy
Riaz Ullah® Characterization of Gim w
Abdelaaty A Shahat®¢
Hafiz Majid Mahmood”

Bral bioavailability, and
nanosuspension using a

be 152.442.42 ng cly, using hydroxypropyl methylcellulose: 6 cPs,
'Department of Pharmacy. Sarhad 1% wiv, polyvi %o wiv, and sodium lauryl sulfate 0.12% Wi, keeping
Untvartey of Sconce s norsmeion 3 A

el ultrasonication W, with 15 minutes’ processing at 3-second pauses. In

Pakchunides, 25000, Pakisc
epartment of Pharmacy. un.vm.u of
Malakand, Chakda

@ o lubllny of the Glm nanosuspensions was substantially cohanced 3.14-

fical ingredhent. ¢ Alo, he cltsoktion o of he ‘nanosuspensions ws substanially
comparcd (0 the marketed formulation and unprocessed drug candidate The resuls
10.17%of
ocessed Glm), 42.19% of microsuspensions, and 19.94% of marketed tablets. In-vivo studies
ted in animals, i . rabbits, demonstrated that maximum concentration and AUCy 24 with
oral dosing were twofold (S mg/kg) and 1.74-fold (2.5 mg/kg) and 1.80-fold (S mg/kg) and 1.63-
fold (2.5 mg/kg), respectively, and comparcd with the unprocessed drug formulation. In-vitro a-
glucosidase inhibition results showed that fabricated nanosuspensions had a pronounced cffect
compared to unprocessed drug.

Conclusion: The optimized batch fabricated by ultrasonication-assisted precipitation can be
useful in boosting oral bioavailability, which may be ited to enhanced solubility and
dissolution rate of Gim, ultimately resulting in its faster rate of absorption duc to
‘nanonization.

Keywords: glimepiride nanosuspension, precipitation-ultrasonication approach, boosted

bioavailability
Correspondence: Haroon Rahin
Department of Pharmacy, Sarhad i
Ynbvarsey o Scence and nformacen Introduction
Fechnology Pes 3 1t has been obscrved that many active pharmaceutical ingredients (APIs) dis-
P e Pk, Paisian play |nw aqueous solubility and during the drug-

Tol 492 332 946 1642

Email heahimpk@gmail.com stage.' Recently, nanosuspension has been successfully fabricated to overcome
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article, or where it appears research or publication misconduct has taken place (g.g., research with
approvals, fabricated data, manipulated images, plagi

required ethica

, duplicate publication, etc.).

jon to retract an article will be made in accordanc both Dove Medical Press policies and COPE guidelines.

jon will follow a full investigation by Dove Medical Press editorial staff in collaboration with the joumnal's editorial

team. Authors and institutions may request a retraction of their articles if they believe their reasons meet the criteria for

retraction.
Retractions are issued to correct the scholarly record and should not be interpreted as punishments for the authors.

The COPE guidance can be fo

und here.
Retractions will be considered in cases where:

# There is dear evidence that the findings are unreliable, either as a result of misconduct (e.g., data fabrication or ima

=

manipulation) or honest error (e.g., misc on or experimental error).

« The findings have pre

been published e jout proper referendng, permission, or justification (e.g.,

cases of redundant or duplicate publication).
# The research constitutes plagiarism.

# The Editor no longer has confid
* There is
* The

» There is evide:

idence or concerns of authorship for sale.

or systematic manip

there is evid reach of editorial policies.
# The authors have deliberately submitted fraudulent or inaccurate information, or breached a warranty provided in the

Auth

or Publishing Agreement (APA)

Where the decision has been taken to retract an artidle, edical Press will:

# Add a "retracted” watermark to the final published version of the article.
» Issue 3 separate retraction statement, titled'[artidle title
Dove Medical Press website.

* Paginate and make available the retraction statement in the online issue of the journal.

that will be linked to the retracted article on the
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