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Why publishing & reviewing in science?

Publishing = sharing = making research public
Enables others to review, validate and build upon your work. 
Others can confidently use and cite your findings.

Publishing = important for science in general: 
▪ transparency, 
▪ accountability and
▪ the advancement of collective understanding. 

The result is a collaborative environment that drives progress and innovation.



Disclaimer

 Not about the design of research
 Not about manuscript/scientific writing
 Not about the communication of research to a broader audience

Social media

 For early career PhDs
 From a general point of view

Main goal = to raise awareness



Preparing to publish
in a journal

Necessities to think about before writing



Think before writing (and submitting)

 Audience
 Publication Type
 Number and Order of Authors
 Quality  Quantity
 Outlet (journal, conference)



Write for the right audience

 Do not write for yourself

 Nor for your colleagues

 Write for your peers (authors you cite)

 Write for reviewers (represent audience + gate keepers)



Choose the right publication type
Article Book
Different publication types 
(100 m sprint vs. 42 km marathon)

Article  Conference proceedings

• Discipline-dependent
• ‘Effort’ equals that of an article

• Often marginalized!

Book Article
Size impact + ±
Lasting impact + ±
Review process Slow Fast(?)
Production process Slow Fast
Editor role (commercial) Large Smaller
Writing time 5 x 1 x
Argument Broad Focused

Be aware!



Alone  with co-authors

Pros
• Division of tasks (specialized) 
• Shows ability to work together
• More work done (quantity)
• Learn from one another 

(student vs. supervisor)

Cons
• Ghost authorship
• Honorary authorship
• Independence, creativity, 

leadership?
• Only data provider, analyst

Surfing on others’ effortsCo-author with
nice, reliable people



Alone  with co-authors

Make clear and explicit agreements
 Before start
 About who should be co-author
 About order of authors (domain specific)

Who should be co-author? 
1. Substantial contributions to conception and design, 

acquisition of data, or analysis and interpretation of data;
AND

2. Drafting the article or revising it critically; AND
3. Final approval of the version to be published; AND
4. Agreement to be accountable for all aspects of the work

www.icmje.org

http://www.icmje.org/


Institutional Guidelines on Authorship in Research



Quality  Quantity

Dilemma between

Publishing a lot  Publishing a few, high-impact publications

 False contrast: quality and quantity are related! 
But still: let quality prevail!

 Try to find a good balance between quality and quantity



Journal selection

“(Re)search and identify potential outlets”



Unpublished research is virtually invisible:
no science without publications!

 Very important for the reputation of scientists
 Quantifying
 Amount of publications
 The prestige of the channels in which they appeared, and
 Their impact (citations and derived indicators)
is common practice

 In addition, the academic and societal impact of publications 
is of increasing importance

How to choose the most appropriate journal/publisher/conference 
for your work?
   

DOMAIN
SPECIFIC



1. Find relevant journal

2. Check journal characteristics 

No OK

Submit publication



1. Find relevant journal



What can you do?

1. Discuss with colleagues
2. Check your references
3. Search within subject area
4. Automatic journal suggesters



2. Check your references
• What you cite is what you 

write about

• Articles with same scope?

1. Discuss with colleagues

• Professors & post-docs have 
lots of experience

• What journals are good 
choices?



3. Search within subject area



3. Search within subject area



4. Automatic journal suggesters



4. Automatic journal suggesters



2. Check journal characteristics 



1. Does your paper fit?
2. Predatory journal?
3. Grant eligibility & Open 

Access policy
4. Peer review
5. Processing speed
6. Metrics

Checklist



1. Does your paper fit?



“entities that prioritize self-interest at the 
expense of scholarship and are characterized by 
false or misleading information, deviation from 
best editorial and publication practices, a lack of 
transparency, and/or the use of aggressive and 
indiscriminate solicitation practices.”

2. Predatory journals



Combination of predatory characteristics

Widely used (aggressive?) term 
to describe unethical and deceptive publishing practices

Exploit authors for financial gain

Compromise research quality, so not maintaining scholarly integrity

Mislead readers and science



“Expressions” of predatory behaviour for journals

 Hijacked journals
 Paper Mills - Special Issues – Citation Cartels
 Identity Fraud
 Name
 Affiliation

Rapid growth
Often not recognised



Be aware: Hijacked journals
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Tool: Retraction Watch Hijacked Journal Checker



 Regularly update resource
 400 entries, since May 2022
 Freeware for scholars
 Continuously growing (history & overview)

Read more:
 https://retractionwatch.com/the-retraction-watch-hijacked-journal-checker/ 
 Retraction Watch – Tracking retractions as a window into the scientific process

Retraction Watch Hijacked Journals Checker.xlsx - Google Spreadsheets
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Paper Mills: what’s the problem?

 “First type” of large-scale fraud
 Started about ten years ago
 From India, Pakistan, China, Russia, Latvia, … 
   but clientele all over the world!

For sale by paper mills:
• Fraudulent articles
• Author ‘spots’
• Citations



What about Special Issues?

 Journal plans ‘special issue’ on a given theme
 Academics are invited to act as guest editors
 Editors 
 ‘invite’ acquaintances, 
 turn a blind eye to quality
 use their network to ensure fast and positive PR
Citation Cartel



Identity fraud

Misuse of researcher identity - impersonation

Author
 Include name & affiliation by existing researcher 

without them knowing nor permission
 Unethical
 Breach of research integrity
Reviewer
 Also impersonating reviewers



Why

 A desperate attempt by the journal to create some content
 To attract future customers by showing off their capabilities
 To boost credibility

 It affects credibility and trust in academic work
 Scientific literature becomes polluted

Danger



Some websites to the rescue



3. Grant eligibility & Open Access policy

https://www.uantwerpen.be/en/library/research/open-access/



Traditional journals vs open access journals

Classic journal
• Usually no cost for authors
• To gain access you need a 

subscription

Open access journals
• May charge publishing fees 

(APCs)
• Free access to read
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Final published version of 
record, on the publisher’s 

platform

Immediately available

APC by authors

Gold OA

Immediately availabe online

Final published version of 
record

Publishing costs are 
covered by sponsors, 
societies or funders

Diamond/Platinum 
OA

Accepted author’s 
manuscript is archived by 

the author in OA repository

Embargo period (6 months)

No APC

Green OA

Different types of Open Access (OA) models

https://www.uantwerpen.be/en/library/research/open-access/



Single-blind

Double-blind

Open identities

Open reports

4. Peer review



5. Processing speed



6. Metrics

 database dependent

Impact Factor ► Web of Science
CiteScore ► Scopus

Many other options: SCImago Journal 
Rank, SNIP, JCI, Article Influence score 
etc.



41

WoS Journal Impact 
Factor (JIF)

JIF reflects the yearly average 
number of citations that articles 
published in the last two years in a 
given journal received.

 Used as a proxy for the relative 
importance of a journal within 
its field.

 Don’t compare JIF values 
across subject categories!



Wrap up



Determine the “real” quality of a journal

▪ Recognition
▪ Publisher
▪ Transparency of PR process
▪ Editorial board
▪ Editorial policies & guidance for authors
▪ Payment structure
▪ Indexing
▪ DORA, TOP?
▪ …
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Remember!

You can only submit to one 
journal at a time!

Don’t feel bad if you are 
unsuccessful at the first journal 
you submit to!



Peer Review
A critical assessment of scientific work



Publishing process

Submission of manuscript

 Assignment & Peer Review

  Decision

 Rejection Revision     Acceptance       Publication
   Re-submission
   Re-review 



Peer review = review by colleagues

 Fellow scientists assess work by other scientists
 Effective way to monitor the quality of research
 Every researcher will have to deal with it

Central place in decision-making processes
 Publication of manuscripts
 Conference contributions
 Scholarship and project applications

 Recruitment/Promotions
 Awards
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Peer review = 
commitment

Must meet quality and integrity 
criteria
• Expertise
• Confidentiality
• Transparancy
• Neutral
• Efficiency
• …



Peer review = expert review

 determine the validity, significance and originality of the work
 suggest any improvements that are to be made in the manuscript
 closely check methodologies, validity of data and consider ethical

approach

 on the recommendations of peer reviewer, editor will 
 accept, 
 accept with (major/minor) revision or 
 reject a manuscript



Types of peer review

 Single blind: reviewer knows the identity of authors, but authors don't 
know the identity of reviewers

 Double blind: authors and reviewers are unknown to each other; article is 
anonymized

 Open identity: authors’ and reviewers’ identities are disclosed
 This may be what is meant when one refers to “open peer review”. Another 

common interpretation of open peer review refers to open contents, in which the 
review contents are made publicly available



Unfortunately: Peer Review Limits

 Reviewer fatigue
 The same reviewers
 Bias
 Not enough reviewers
 Scientific integrity
 Equivalence
 Slow

https://publicationethics.org/guidance/guideline/ethical-guidelines-peer-reviewers
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Impact



How to register output in the institutional repository?
 Register publication as soon as published

 mailto:helpdesk@library.uantwerpen.be
 When adding paper to the repository for the first time
 For publications from former employers (! mention if publications are 

indexed in Web of Science)
 to add corrections, fulltext, ….

 Monthly updates from Web of Science
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My Bibliography

Submit publication

repository.uantwerpen.be

mailto:helpdesk@library.uantwerpen.be
mailto:helpdesk@library.uantwerpen.be


Link research projects & research output

• Reporting via the university's databases is currently already
mandatory for FWO, BOF and IOF funding.
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More information:

https://www.uantwerpen.be/en/library/research/

https://www.uantwerpen.be/en/library/research/
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ORCID

Open Researcher and 
Contributor 
Identifier

ORCID is used around the world by
 Publishers
 Research organisations
 Funder

orcid.org



How to register and synchronize with ORCID?

More information:

https://www.uantwerpen.be/en/library/research/

https://www.uantwerpen.be/en/library/research/
https://www.uantwerpen.be/en/library/research/
https://www.uantwerpen.be/en/library/research/
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Nice to know



Knowledge Clips

https://www.uantwerpen.be/
en/library/research/
open-access/video-clips/
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Indicator of author impact: h-index

The h-index is defined as the 
maximum value of h such that the 
given author has published h papers 
that have each been cited at 
least h times.
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Indicator of author impact: h-index

60
Database dependent!



VABB-SHW
“Vlaams Academisch Bibliografisch Bestand

voor de Sociale en Humane Wetenschappen”



VABB (or VABB-SHW)

 Database of Flemish publications in social sciences & humanities

 Eligible publication types:
 Articles in journals
 Monographs 
 Edited books 
 Articles or chapters in books 
 Articles in proceedings

 10-year sliding timeframe
 30 June 2026: VABB version 16 (publications from 2015–2024)

www.ecoom.be/vabb



Inclusion criteria
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Publicly accessible ISBN or ISSN

Develop new knowledge Peer review

Minimum 4 pages



Peer review in VABB

“A traceable peer review process by 
independent scholars who are expert in the 
field.
[…]
There needs to be review external from the 
authors’ research group and strictly 
independent. The peer review process cannot be 
organized by the author(s) themselves.”

 Decision taken by Authoritative Panel (GP)



VABB-approved publication channels

 List of peer-reviewed journals

 List of publishers that employ peer review

 List of peer-reviewed book series

www.ecoom.be/vabb



GPRC label for Flemish books

What?
 “Guaranteed Peer Reviewed Content”
 Quality label for peer-reviewed books

How?
 Only Flemish publishers
 Discuss with publisher on beforehand

www.gprc.be 



Appeals against decisions of the GP
 Researchers can appeal against non-inclusion of journal, publisher, book publication 

or conference proceedings

 Yearly call July–September by RIVA

 Submit proof of peer review
 Journal: publicly accessible description of peer review process
 Book publication/proceedings: peer review reports

 Only for last four years in VABB (2025: years 2020–2023)



Thank you! 
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